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WASHINGTON. 

Guy .A.. Hamilton, Leavenworth. 
WISCONSIN. 

Adolph II. Dionne, Lena. 
T. J. Griffin, PTescott. 
John P. Rice, Sparta. 

WITHDRAWALS. 
Executi'l/e wmin,ations ioithdrawn from tlze Senate July 30, 1918. 

POSTMASTERS. 

OHIO. 

T. 0. Armstrong to be postmaster at Middle Point., in the 
State of Ohio. 

Albert l!. Sigle to be postmaster at Calla, in tbe State -0f 
Ohio. 

SENATE. 
fuuRSDAY, Jitly 31, 1913. 

Prayer .by the Chaplain, Rev. Forrest J. Prettyman, D. D. 
The J omnal of yesterday's proceedings was read and .approved. 

PETITIONS FO:R WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 

l\Ir. CLAPP. Mr. President, in presenting petitions in behalf 
of the joint resolution designed to i·esult in the amendment of 
the Constitution with reference to woman suffrage it is not my 
purpose -to detain the Senate any illnger than to say a word of 
encouragement to those who have come here with petitions and 
those whom they represent throughout the length and breadth 
of the land. 

A few days ago the American Senate witnessed a strange 
spectacle, a spectacle that a few years ago no man in this ~~Y 
would have believed would ever have been witnessed within 
these walls within his own lifetime. During my own short 
sernce in this body I remember a plea I made for the right 
of the American people to elect their Senators, and it was met 
with scorn and derision by l\Iembers of this body, ·and one ·dis
tinguished Senator could show his contempt for the proposition 
in no other way than by leaving the Chamber. But a few days 
ago the people of Georgia having elected a Member of this body 
that Senator was sworn into office, the first in the history of 
this Republic elected by a -vote of th-e pe0ple themselves. And 
I want to say to the women who have come to Washington with 
these petitions, and through them and through this occasion 
to the women of America, that it tuok the men of America 
almost a century and a ·quarter to get the right to elect an 
American Senator. 

But, Mr. President, there is a law <Of human nature in free 
government that is as resistless as the law under which the 
tide ebbs and :flows. That law, briefly stated, is that if you 
give man the right to participate at all in free government you 
may throw around him every .check whi-eh human ingenuity 
'Cfill conceive and it will prove fruitless, foT he will bmn away 
those ehecks and balances and will reduce free government to 
its l.ast analysis, which is a government by the people. He will 
sooner or later bring himself directly in touch with the election 
of every officer connected with the gov-ernment, and he will at 
the same time develop those instrumentalities of government 
which will make those to whom authority is temporarily and 
for the time being delegated servants and not masters of the 
people, who create the office and select the representative. 

With that law in view and with the experience of the Amer
ican people in finally effectuating the direct election of American 
Senators, I want to say to the womanhood of America that 
whatever the fate of this joint resolution may be, whatever the 
fate of this -present movement may be, by that resistless law 
which I have referred to the time is not far distant, the time 
is inevitable, when the American people will confer upon 
American womanhood the only peaceable weapon known to free 
government for her own protection, for the protection of her 
property and t)le protection of her children, and that is the 
ballot. 

l\Ir. President, on behalf of the women of lVlinnesota I take 
pleasure in presenting these petitions. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. CHAJ\fBERLA.IN. 1\Ir. President, it was my pleasure and 
privilege with a number of Senators and M-embers of the House 
of Ilepresentafrves to go to Hyattsvi11e this morning to meet the 
ladies who are the representatives of the seyerul States with 
petitions a king for the support of Oongress to Senate joint 
resolution No. 1. · · 

'This is ·one of the progressive movements of the age, Mr. 
President. I know that in days gone by the man who advocated 
w-Qman suffrage was looked down upon in the community in 
which b-e lived just as too man who -advoeated the direct elec
ti-on of Sena.tors by the people was looked upon :as .a man "fit 
for trea.sons, stratagems, and spoils.~' But a moyement which 
had for its purpose the direct election of Senators by the people 
has become a fixity in a law of Oongress. So the movement 
now which has for its p.urpose the enfranchisement -0f woman, 
although in some sections of our country it is bitterly opposed, 
will eventually become a part of national law just as it has 
become a part of the l.aw of several of the States. 

It is a movement which is absolutely certain of accomplish· 
ment, Mr. President, 'because it is Tight. There is no reason in 
the world why tbe women of this eoantry should not be per
mitted to exercise the right of sull'rag~ T:b.ey are the equais of 
men in all that ·goes for th-e making of a better State, and they 
are the superiors of men in all that goes to make for a higher 
and loftier citizenship. 

It can b.e ·safely said that in every State of the Union where 
a great moral question is invol\00 and wb~re the women h.a~e 
the right to -exereis.e the privilege -0f v-0ting, th~ w-oman ls found 
also on the right side, because her heart is in the home, her 
home is her shrine, and she strives rather f.or th-Ose things which 
will be better for the home life than for those things which 
may be best 'for the building up of a political party. 

I take great pleasure, Mr. President, :in presenting petitions 
from the people of my State, which has .only recently, after a 
battle of 30 years, enn·anchised the women. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to the 
Oornmittee on Woman' Suffrage.. 

Mr. BRISTOW. Ur. Presidc.nt, I desire to add my tribute to 
the <eul0t:,uy lliat has been prGnollilced upon the women of the 
country ·by the Senator mom Minnesota Uir. ·CLA.PPl and t@ 
state my approyal -0f t:he position taken by the S-e.nator from 
Oregon [Mr. CHAMBERLAIN]. 

Early in Kansas there was extended to the women rthe privi
lege of voting in the clec.tion of ::;chool officers and in the control 
of school affairs. Shortly after I made that State my home I 
a ttend-ed a meeting for the eleeti-0n of school officers. I ob
served the farmers coming in from over the country with their 
wives to attend the meeting and elect the offief..rs who would 
con.trol the affairs of the schools for the coming year. It was an 
-election carried on in the most -orderly .&nd creditable manner. 
That was my first observation as to the operation of woman 
suffrage, and I thought then that such a policy was a very 
fitting thing. 

Later in our State there w.as extended to the women the privi
leg-e of voting in mu:nieipal affairs. That movement was re
sisted with great determination by the evil influences of society, 
and similar arguments to those ihat have been made against 
the present movement for woman's enfranchisement were made 
against the proposition to give them the right .of suffrage in 
municipal elections. But the right -.vas conferred, and the Te
sult has been a better condition in every town in Kansa.s than 
that which existed before this right was conferred. 

The influence of the women in the municipal elections of 
Kansas has been for the betterment of moral ccmditio.ns as 
well as business conditions in that State. It has made the 
polling place a more respectable pl.nee than it was before it 
was Tisited by their refining presence, and it has added to the 
intellectual as well as the moral u-plifiing -0f the municipalities 
-0f our State. 

After a struggle of 20 years and more, the friends <>f woman 
suffrage succeeded last year in conferring the right of suffrage 
universally in our State, and, judging from the experience ot 
the past, I know that it will have th~ same beneficial influence 
in State affairs th.at it had in <>ur school affairs and in Ol'lr. 
munieipal affairs. 

The State that withholds the right fr-0m its women of par
ticipating in the affairs of its gov:ernment is doing itself an 
injustice, bec..·rnse their participation in the affairs of the State 
will benefit e-very Commonwealth that enjoy.s that privilege. It 
has been my great plea.sure to campaicn. the States where 
woman .s.uffr.age has been extended, and I observed in the audi., 
ences larger numbers of women than in the audiences where 
the right of &nffrage bad not been extended; and for intelligent 
understanding of inh'icate economic questions they are the 
equals -0f men. You will find a larger percentage of women in 
your audienees in a State where suffrage is enjoyed by them 
who understanrl and ar.e informed in :i.·egn:rd to :the political s.nj_ 
complex problems that confront our civilizati-0n than you 
will men. I have no patience with the argument that they 
ha'Ve not the capacity to deal with questions relating to govern~ 
mental affairs. 
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There is no sound argument that cnn be made against the 
extension· of woman suffrage. Prejudices exist against it, but 
there is no argument against it. It is with great pleasure that 
I avail myself of this opportunity to speak 11 word in behalf 
of this great movement, and it is my opinion that when suf
frage is uniyersally extended, as it soon will be, the elevation 
of our political affairs to a higher moral plane will follow. 
The influence of women will place the political institutions of 
our country upon a higher plane than they have been in the 
past. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

l\1r. Sl\100T. Mr. President, from the day Utah was granted 
statehood, more than 17 years ago, the women of that State 
have enjoyed the privilege of tmrestricted suffrage, equal in 
01ery respect to that enjoyed by the men. Since that privi
lege was granted them they have taken an active interest in the 
precinct primaries and ward, city, county, and State conven
tions. They have participated in the deliberations of the 
primaries and coll'rnntions. Their advice and counsel have 
often been sought, received, and acted upon. It is true they 
have _sought political office, and have been elected by the vote 
of the people to positions of great responsibility; but in no 
case has a woman become a candidate for an office for which 
she was not capable of filling or by nature fitted to hold. 
They have been elected as members of the State senate and 
house of representatites, and filled the requirements of those 
important offices with credit to themselves and honor to the 
State. 

l\lr. President, the three greatest callings the Master in
tended womankind to properly and successfully fill in this life 
are those of daughter, wife, mother. If I thought that the grant
ing of equal suffrage would interfere with these divinely in
tended spheres of women, I would do all in my power to 
defeat it; but from the results following the granting of 
wournn suffrage in my own State, I am pleased to say that 
no eYil effects have followed, but, on the contrary, a better con
di t ion in public affairs has been the result. The granting 
of suffrage to woman has made no daughter less beautiful 
01' chaste, no wife Jess de1oted or loving, no mother less in
spi ri ug and watchful. 

1\ly wife has taken an interest in politics. but it did not 
rob her of any of her womanly instincts; it did not make her 
a less capable wife or interfere with her loving devotion to 
her children. I must admit that I have had fears of the result 
of woman suffrage in the great cities of this country; but it 
may be that laws can be passed that will eliminate the evils I 
have in mind. I ha•e thought that a constitutional amendment 
was not necessary. because every State in the Union can grant 
complete suffrage to every woman within its borders if the 
legislature of the State so decides. 

The logic of common sense has been the force that has re
mo•ed prejudice against admitting women to equal rights with 
men, and I have no doubt but that it will become universal in 
this country. When that day arrives the credit for success 
should not, in my opinion, be giYen to the modern militant 
suffragette, but to the womanly woman of to-day interested in 
the subject, and to such women as J. Ellen Foster, Belva Lock
wood, Clara Barton, Miss Anthony, and many women of our 
Western States. J. Ellen Foster did more for the cause of 
woman suffrage than a thousand Mrs. Pankhursts; Mrs. Belva 
Lockwood a thousand times more than the fanatical suicide 
Miss DaYison. I do not believe it possible that the American 
people will give the credit for success to the great move for 
the betterment of women to the eleventh hour militant fanatical 
suffragettes, instead of the patient, honest, pure, and lovable 
women that are to-day fighting for the cause and those that 
were in the fight when it was an unpopular cause. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. JONES. .Mr. President, Senate joint resolution No. 1 
has been farnrably reported by a standing committee of this 
body and is now on the calendar awaiting consideration by the 
Senate. That joint resolution pro1ides for an amendment to 
the Constitution extending the right of suffrage to women. I 
have been asked to present to the Senate some petitions in be
half of the passage of the joint resolution. I am glad to pre
sent those petitions, because I think their prayer ought to be 
granted and that the joint resolution ought to pass. This peti
tion from a part of the people of this country who have hereto
fore not had tl10 right to vote would, if granted, make this Gov
ernment in truth and in fact a Government of the people, by the 
people, and for the people. 

I do not propose now to take the time of the Senate to dis
cuss the merits of the proposition. ·That I shall do when the 

resolution is up for consideration. I simply want to say fhat 
I come from a State where the right of ..suffrage has been ex
tended to women, and that none of the prophecies of those who 
were opposed to it haye been fulfilled, and that practically all 
the hopes of those who were in favor of it· have been realized. 
What has come to pass in my State I believe will ·come to pass 
in other States. 

I hope the Senate will pass the joint resolution. If .the Con
gress should not pass such a joint resolution I am satisfied 
that, notwitllstanding our failure to do so, the i·ight of suffrage 
~ill be ex~ende~ State by State until the women in ernry State 
m the Umon will have equal rights to vote with men, and that 
the same advantages, the same benefits, and- the same uplifting 
influence that have resulted in our State will result in the 
other States of the Union. . · 

l\fr. Pre~ident, I am glad to present _these petitions, and I 
hope that m the \e1-y near -future the Senate will have an op
portunity to consider and to pass joint resolution Ne. 1. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to 
the Committee ou Womari Suffrage. 

l\fr. 'l'HOMAS. l\lr. President, the Commonwealth which I 
ha\e the honor in part to represent in this Chamber was a 
pioneer in the field of woman suffrage. It followed the splendid 
example set in its Territorial days by the State which borders 
it upon the north, to the contagion of whose influence in that 
regard we yielded, and which, tested by the experiences of time, 
has been most salutary. -

As I said in this Chamber a few mornings ago, woman suf
frage in Colorado is no longer an experiment. It has bee.n 
tried, and it has risen in full measure to the expectations of 
those who were originally its adYocates. I think, therefore, I 
can speak as oue with authority when I say that the extension 
of the franchise to both sexes simply extends the area of that 
privilege to the limit which is demanded by the principle of 
universal suffrage. 

When I consider that every argument which is made against 
this right and eyery objection which is presented to its exer
cise have been the identical arguments and the identical ob
jections with which eyery extension of it has been confronted 
and which have always been overcome, I am constrained to be
lieve that they will be no more effective now than they have 
been in the past. 

Manhood suffrage, Mr. President, has been a plant of some
what deliberate growth. It has from a ' restricted condition 
been extended from time to time, until long ago it embraced all 
men professing allegiance to the Goyernment of the United 
States; and, as was said by the junior Senator from Minnesota. 
[Mr. CLAPP], this has simply been the obedience of progress to 
the law of evolution, the ultimate growth of which is the ex
tension of the principle to the men and women of eYery State. 

Mr. President, this is not a government of good men. Some 
contend that the high intelligence and morality of that part of 
the people, possessing these elements in an extraordinary de
gfee, should alone be in1ested with the power and authority of 
government. Others inveigh against the extension and exercise 
of political power to tho e who are of low intelligence, who are 
immoral, who are indifferent, or who are criminal. Some would 
have the ~mffrage confined to those in the enjoyment and the 
possession of property; others think that an educational quali
fication should be the measure and the standard of the right 
of suffrage. All these contentions may be correct in the ab
stract; but each and all of them, l\fr. President, seem to 
ignore the fundamental proposition that this is not a govern
ment of good people; it is not a government of indifferent peo
ple; it is not a government of wicked people; it is a govern
ment of all the people, which includes all sorts and condition 
of men; and it could not be the government that it is were 
conditions otherwise. !\fen ha ye the r1ght and power of repre
sentation as units of that compendious whole which we call 
the people, composed. of the good and the bad, the rich and the 
poor, the strong and the weak, and the e should also include 
the women as they do the men of this country. 

I am not one of those, l\Ir. President, who predicted nt the 
time, or .who has expected since, that the enjoyment of the 
suffrage by the women of my State would result in that tre
mendous change for the bettr,r which sentimentalists have 
ascribed as the chief basis of this migQ.ty mo-rement and which 
must result from its establi hment. I have always recognized 
the fact that men and wome:i are the components of a common 
race, inspired by the sarue ambitions, animated by the ~ame 
passions, inrnlYed in the same destiny, and bound together by 
the indis oluble laws of nature for good and for evil. Each 
liYes under the Jaws of a common country; each is responsible 
for their infraction; each should ~njoy to the fullest extent 
their privileges. That being so, it follows logically that both 
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sl10nld ha•e a part and parcel in the making, in the administra
tion, and in the enforcement of the laws; and not until this 
right shall have become coequal with the physical boundaries of 
the . country will this Government be in very truth " a govern
ment of, for, and by the people." 

Mr. President, it was said many years ago that every civiliza
tion has its standard, and that standard is the position of 
woman in society. That is true. Precisely as she proceeds in an 
upward progress from the menial position of a slave to the 
equal of mau will be the rise and progress of civilization from 
its rudiments toward its rounded and perfect end. 

I look for no great transformation in morals or in conduct 
through equal suffrage; I look for no great transformation in 
ideals in the administration of our affairs in this country; but 
I do expect, as I have seen, a wondrous improvement in our 
public conditions, in our public morality, and in our· Government 
by enlisting in the cause, the common cause, the public cause, 
all those elements of womanhood which man is always ready 
to acknowledge and which constitute the chief attraction and 
glory of our wives, our mothers, and our sisters. These are the 
elements which are needed to round out and make complete 
that political society which began with the organization of this 
Government under the Constitution of the United States and 
which has been in process of development ever since. 

Mr. President, this result i8 coming; nothing can prevent it, 
because it is the nec2ssary outgrowth of existing conditions. It 
may be retarded here; obstacles may interfere with its progress 
yonder; but just as surely as the procession of the equinoxes, 
State after State, unmindful of what we may do in the Congress 
of the United States, will join the phalanx of Commonwealths 
which now recognize the principle of universal suffrage, until 
eYery State in the Union shall have granted that boon to 
womankind, obstacles to the attaining of which, through toil, 
struggle, and persistency, shall have been overcome, as they 
have been overcome by the men of the land, who have wrested 
for themsel\es this great weapon from the strong hands of 
"·eaJth and p1ivilege. 

I trust, Mr. President, that as soon as the pending important 
business of this Chamber shall be behind us we will take up, 
consider, and pass the joint resolution which bas been favorably 
recommended to the consi<leration of this body by the Commit
tee on Woman Suffrage. 

Tbe VICE PilESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. SHAFilO".rH. 1\fr. President, I present a number of peti
tions from citizens of the State of Colorado asking the adoption 
of Senate joint resolution . No. 1, proposing an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States extending the right of 
suffrage to women. 

Mr. President, it was said by an eminent writer that the 
powers of go-.ernment ·are either delegated or assumed; that 
all powers not delegated are assumed, and all assumed powers 
are usurpations. When we examine the history of the formation 
of our Government we inquire where did woman ever delegate 
to man the power to make laws not only for himself but also 
for her without her consent or knowledge? We can find no 
answer to that except that there was no such delegation of 
power. As the power was not delegated, it was assumed, and 
hence was an usurpation. 

We have recognized in onr Declaration of Independen.ce, the 
charter of our liberties, that the just powers of government are 
derived from the consent of the governed. Knowing that woman 
is an element of society that is governed, logically, under the 
Declaration of Independence, there must be a consent upon her 
part in order to make just government. As that consent under 
our system can only be obtained under the elective franchise, 
the moral right of woman to vote is clear and conclusive. 

Objection is no longer urged upon that ground; it is now 
made upon the ground that it is inexpedient. It is claimed that 
we will inject into politics an element that will degrade our 
elections. Can that be true when we know who are the parties 
to be given the franchise? Who are they? They are our 
mothers, our wives, our sisters, and our daughters; and is there 
a man in high or low position who does not recognize that there 
can be no contamination from that source, but that it is an 
elevating influence? No man will admit that his mother, his 
sister, his wife, or his daughter would be more likely to commit 
election frauds than himself; and that being the case, where 
can women be an influence for evil? 

But it is said that the good women will not vote and that 
the bad women will vote. The reverse of that is the true 
condition, as shown in those States which have adopted equal 
suffrage. We know that the good women do vote; we know 
that they vote in almost as large proportion as do the_men. 

L--185 

It is said that in my State 80 per cent of the women vote, 
and it has been tested and shown to be true by a great many 
of the tabulations of the women's vote in various counties of 
my State. It is said that 85 per cent of the men vote, and 
that in the same way has been verified. In that proportion of 
80 per cent you can readily see how many of the good women 
of the State of Colorado vote. 

It is said that the bad women will control the elections; but 
we know that the reverse of that is true because they arc so 
few in number. There is not over 1 per cent or, it bas been 
estimated, one-half of 1 per cent of immoral women in the State 
of Colorado or in any other State, and it is impossible for that 
small proportion to have an appreciable influence upon elections. 

But in the practical operation of woman suffrage we find 
that the bad women will not >Ote unless they are almost forced 
to do so, and there is a good reason for it. In the first place 
they do not want their names to be known. Nearly all of them 
go under assumed names. They do not want to go to the elec
tion polls. Generally, the police or the sheriff's office of a 
county commands them to vote in order to get them to go to the 
polls at all. Thus the contention that has been made that bad 
women would control elections, that bad women would be 
eager to go and vote, is absolutely untrue. They are the ones 
that want to shirk a vote. They know that they are Iia ble to 
prosecution. They know that unless they cast their lot with the 
winning party they may lose out entirely and thus ba•e their 
avocation stopped. 

On the other hand, the good women are as much interested in 
proper government as men. Their properties are as liable to 
excessive or wrongful taxation and assessment as those of men. 
Their personal liberty and rights are as sacred to them as to 
men. The election polls, except a few in the low parts of the 
cities, are as respectable places of meeting as dry goods 
stores. Consequently they readily go to the polls and cast their 
votes. 

Since we have no law of primogeniture in the United States 
every generation now has property conveyed by will or by de
scent to men and women in equal parts. Thus, in every genera
tion one-half of the entire property of the United States goes 
to women. We declared in our colonial days the principle that 
taxation without representation is tyranny. I s it possible that 
taxation of women's property, when every generation places in 
their bands one-half of all the property in the United States, is 
not subject also to the same criticism that was made in the days 
of 1776? Should not woman have the right to protect herself 
against excessive assessments and taxation upon her property? 

The influence of woman has always been for good, both in 
conventions and elections. Let a man of immoral character be
come a candidate for office in my State and his chances of nomi
nation or election are very slight. 

All of us know that to a great extent many feel the obligations 
of party; and when a man is put forth as the candidate of 
one's party they often say, "Well, we werf' not for rum, but 
we will take rum and let the judgment of the party stand." 
Often you hear a man say, "I know that the candidate who re
ceived the nominatiop is a rascal, but I must have my party 
record consistent." He has a motive in that declaration; he 
expects to seek political preferment in the future. But woman 
has no record to keep consistent. She is not a seeker after. office. 
She is an independent element in politics. Therefore, when she 
casts her vote, she votes for the candidate whom she thinks is 
best qualified to fill the position. 

Consequently, from the standpoint both of right and good gov
ernment, this joint resolution should be adopted. I ask that the 
petitions be referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDEXT. The petitions presented by the 
Senator from Colorado will be referred to the Committee on 
Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. WORKS. Mr. President, I have the honor to represent 
here in part a State that has granted the francruse to its 
women. I am proud of the women of my State. For intelli
gence, refinement, and patriotism they have no superiors in any 
other State or nation. I have always taken pride in the cam
paign that they waged in my State to secure the franchise. It 
was a dignified, earnest appeal to the judgment, reason, and 
conscience of men. There were no parades, no displays, no 
attempts to appeal to the passions or the prejudices of men. 
I am proud of the men of my State who were broad minded -
and far seeing and patriotic enough to grant the franchise to 
their women. 

I am sorry to bear any woman demand the suffrage as a 
right or claim it as a privilege. I should rather hear her call 
for i t as giving her the opportunity to perform a sacred duty 
she owes . to her country and her State, an opportunity that will 

\ 
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enable her to assjst in raismg the standard of politics, of 
citizenship, and the pur.ity of our civic life. 

It has been claimed that if granted the right, most women 
would not exercise the suffrage, and that of those who did 
Yote the majority would be women of low degree and immoral 
women. The contrary has been proved in my "'tr.te. I have 
here an account given of an election held in the city of Los 
Angeles within the -last few weeks. That city is one of the 
most progressive in this country. It was an election for city 
officers that should hnYe called out the full vote of the city. I 
ha>e said many times and r should like to impress it upon this 
presence, that one of the greatest dangers co:afronting this 
country· to-day is the indifference of the voters, and especially 
of the so-called good c.itizens. It is not nn unusual thing to 
find after the polls a.re closed in a hotly contested campaign that 
less than 50 per cent of the registered votes h& rn been cast. In 
this pnrticular instance the votes cast by the men and women 
of my home city are compared in detail in a tabulated state
ment, and following that is this statement of the result: 

A notable piece of political science work was accomplished recently 
by a committee of earnest women in the checking up of the 90,000 votes 
cast at the recent city election to discover what percentage of the vote 
was cast by their sex. Immediately after the election the statement was 
made in several newspapers that only .20 per cent of the vote was cast 
by women. As that would call for only 18,000 feminine votes-and 
there were 73,000 women registered-it seemed to show a sad lack of 
interest on the part of the newly made voters. 

The election books were thrown open by the city clerk and the names 
of voters were checked. Where a woman signed as "Mrs." or "Miss " 
or where the first name was evidently feminine the vote was credited 
to the woman's column, but in the case of mere initials, like " El A. 
Smith," which might have been Emma A. Smith, it was surrendered to 
the men. Even with this m1trgin against them, the percentage of 
registered women voting was 50.2 per cent as against the 54.2 per cent 
by the men. The women's share of the total was 41.3; and on separat
ing the vote by districts the interestin~ fact appeared that the highest 
percentages of women"s vote appeared ID the most prosperous residence 
districts and the smallest in th~ poorest districts. This was a valuable 
bit of investigation. 

C. D. W. 

Mr. President, I am not going to take up the time of the Sen
ate in rending this statement, but I ask unanimous consent to 
include it as a part of my remarks~ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? The Chair 
hears none, and permission is granted. 

l\Ir. WORKS. I am strongly in favor of this amendment. 
The matter referred to is -as follows: 

[From the California Outlook, Saturday, JuLe 21, 1913.] 

THE RECOJlD WOlIEN _MADE .AT LOS ANGELES ELECTION. 

It has been a more or less popular argument with opponents of 
woman suffrage that, having once attained to the ballot, women would 
not vote. But a more frequently used declaration was that fashionable 
and hlghly cultured women would not visit the rolls, leaving that duty 
.of citizenship to their bumbler sisters. Both o these arguments seem 
to have been proven fallacies by the result of the recent municipal 
election in Los Angeles. At any rate, it was demonstrated that the 

· women established a voting average which compares quite favorably 
with that of the men, this notwithstanding the fact that voting is new 
to women, while the men have been schooled to it through generations. 

The total registration Jn Los Angeles, qualified for the municipal 
election, was 171,025. The number of men registered was 97,186, or 
56.9 per cent of the total. The registration of women footed up 73,839, 
or 43.1 per cent of the total. 

The total vote was 89,831-only 52.5 per cent of the registration. 
The vote by men was 52 731. 
The "vote by women was 37,100. 
The percentage of registered men voting was 54.2. 
The percentage of registered women voting was 50.2. 
The percentage of the total vote cast by men was 58.7. 
'rhe percentage of the total -vote cast by women was 41.3. 
From these figures it will be seen that the women did their duty 

a.s citizens just about as well as did the men, and perhaps, all things 
considered, a little better. 

For the benefit of those who like to make deductions we present 
herewith a table, classified into well-defined districts or sections of the 
city, showing the way the vote was ca t and the percentage made by 
women voters. A study of this table will prove interesting and in-
structive, • 

As a key for the guidance of readers not familiar with the city of 
Los Angeles, it may be stated that Hollywood, Westlake, Wilshire, and 
West Adams are rated as the so-called "exclusive" sections, while the 
Highland district is also populated largely by people of the leisure 
class. In the other sections the population runs largely to people of 
smaller means and bumbler social station. 

With this as a basis, you may entertain -yourself for an entire even
ing with the figures in the table. 

Here is an interestinJ( comparison, in addition, drawn from precinct 
returns. In precinct 3f, at Macy and Avila Streets, 144 men and 31 
women voted. In precinct 32, at Amelia and Jackson Streets, 138 men 
and 14 women voted. In precinct 33, on North Los .Angeles Street, 
169 men and 6 women voted. Socially rated, these are among the 
humblest precincts in the city. , 

Now take two of the "exclusive " precincts: 451, which includes 
Chester Place and St. James rark, 61 men and 79 women ; 427, at 
1627 West Seventh Street, 90 men and 105 women. A conservative 
precinct like 79, on West Temple .Street. showed as .follows : 96 men 
and 112 women. At Wilmington, precinct 280, 55 of the 63 registered 
women voted. 

Table showing hoio men and wome1i voted. 

Location. Vote Men Women ·women, 
cast. vote. vote. ceJ>~:ge. 

-----------------·!---·!----------
J.O precincts in Highland_ __ ... ···-·--·- ... ···- --. 3, 060 
11 precincts in Hollywood_ .... _ .. _ ...... _ ... _ . _ _ 2, 698 
17precinctsin Angeleno Heights .. ···········--- 3,533 
21precinctsin East Side·--·---·· -· ···--···- - ···· 5,281 
44 precincts in Boyle Heights .... . _ .. __ .·- .. _ .. _. 6, 104 
84 precincts in Down Town and Industrial. __ ._ _ _ 15, 734 
24precinctsin Westlake .. ·--· ···· -· · -- ·-······-· 7,76 
8 precincts in Edendale ... __ . __ ._. _______ .. --·-·- 2, 324 
28 precincts in Wilshire Nor th west. _. __ .. __ .. _ _ _ 6, 68.5 
61 precincts in West Adams .... _. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 12, 283 
64 precinets in Southwest_ .. . . _ .. _____ . __ .. _ ... __ 11, 647 
69 precincts in Southeast. ... _. __ ... _ .... _. _ ... _ _ 11, 679 
14precinctsin Wilmington-San Pedro ...•....... 2,113 

Total-·-··· · --·--··-············ ·· ·····-·- 89,831 

1,556 
1,348 
2,104 
3, 154 
3,619 

10, 907 
4,201 
1,313 
3, 706 
7,456 
6,.551 
7,290 
1,420 

52, 731 

1,504 
1,350 
1,429 
2, 127 
2,485 
4, 27 
3,557 
1,011 
3,0i9 
5,842 
5,096 
4,3 9 

693 

37, 100 

0.49 
.50 
. 40 
. 40 
. 41 
.31 
. 46 
.43 
. 46 
. 47 
. 44 
.38 
. 32 

Mr. WORKS. l\fr. President, I take pleasure in presenting 
the petition of the women of California. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions will be recei"red and 
referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

l\Ir. ASHURST. l\Ir. President, I present to the Senate a 
petition signed by a large number of citizens of the Unite!! 
States urging the passage of Senate joint resolution No. 1, ex
tending the right of suffrage to women, the joint resolution 
being upon the calendar, accompanied by Report No. 64, and 
I embrace this opportunity to make the following obsern1tions: 

" Government is imply a tool in the hands of the people fo r 
the fashioning of that people's ci>ilization." Go>emment is 
strong or weak, capable or deficient, according to the people 
who control and make up that government. In this Republic 
the people constitute the Government. They are its creators 
and its maintenance; they are the Go>ernment. That' the grant
ing of the elective franchise to women would add to the 
strength, efficiency, justice, and fairness of government I have 
not the slightest doubt, and this is especially true in the United 
States, where all power is reposed in the people, with universal 
suffrage as the primal basis of its exercise. " The people " 
includes women, who can not be denied those political rights 
and responsibilities which men claim and assert for themsel"rns 
without doing violence to the fundamental principles of our 
Go1ernment. 

In this Republic we are in constant warfare against fraud 
and violence, avarice and cupidity, and in behalf of liberty and 
justice, whose success will be accelerated by extending the 
franchise to women, a class of voters which looks to an laws 
and movements as to how such laws and movements will affect 
her children; how such laws and conditions will promote 
morals, human health, and human progress more especially than 
as to how this or that particular law oi· polity will develop or 
serve mate1·iul or property interests. In other words, as has 
been said, " Man looks after the affairs of life, but woman looks 
after life itself." 

Woman's sphere, her ideals and her duties, make her the in
escapable and essential consenator of human life, charged as 
she is with the duty of cons~rving the human r ace ; and it is in 
harmony with political and natural justice to accord to her the 
right to say what laws shall assist her in bringing about tlie 
betterment of economic conditions. 

I ask that the petition be referred to the Committee on 
Woman Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petition presented by the Sena
tor from Arizona will be refe-rred to the Committee on Woman 
Suffrage. -

1\!r. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to present sundry peti
tions signed by women of the Commonwealth of Massachusetts 
in favor of the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution of 
the United States granting votes to women, which I ask may be 
referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions presented by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will be referred to the Committeo 
on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. OLIVER. Mr. President,. I present petitions signe{l by 
several hundred men and women of Pennsylvania, praying fo~ 
the adoption of Senate joint resolution No. 1, granting the 
right of suffrage to women. I ask that the petitions be referred 
to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The VICEJ PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. BURTON. Mr. President, · I desire to present n~erous 
petitions signed by women of Ohio, favoring the adoption of a 
constitutional amendment extending the right of suffrage to 
women. I ask thnt the petitions be appropriately referred. 
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The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to 

the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 
l\Ir. GALLINGER. l\Ir. President, I was surprised a moment 

ago to !Je summoned to the corridor to meet a delegation of 
ladies who recently . have made a tour of the New England 
States, conferring with the go>ernors of the several States and 
securing names to petitions in favor of the constitutional amend
ment which has been reported to the Sebat<~. I take great 
pleasm·e in presenting these petitions, many of the signers 
being citizens of New Hampshire, and I will say_ n worcl re· 
garding my owu attitude on the subject. _ 

For almost 50 years I have believed in woman suffrage. Long 
ago I asked myself the question : " Why should not a woman yote, 
provided she has the qualifications for suffrage that are re
quired of men?" and I ha:rn neT"er receh·ed a satisfactory 
answer to the question. The simple truth is that woman is not 
allowed to vote simply and solely because man says she shall 
not be allowed to do so. That is all there ·is to it as a funda
mental proposition. 

I have long believed that woman suffrage is ineYitable 
in my own State, throughout the United States, and in the 
other civilized countries of the world. I hold to that convic
tion to-day. Forty yea.rs ago, in the New Hampshire Legis
lature, it was my privilege, as chairman of a special committee, 
to report a bil 1 in favor of granting school suffrage to the 
women of my State. It became a law, and the women have 
exercised that right since, to the. great advantage of our 
schools. They are now asking for wider opportunities to par
ticipate in public affairs, and, beyond a question, those wider 
opportunities in due time will be granted to them. 

I do not expect, when that time comes, that the political 
millenium will arrive, or the social millenium, but I have 
every conviction that it will work for the benefit of society and 
for the benefit of our political institutions. Holding those 
views, it is but natural that I should cheerfully respond to 
the request that has been made of me and present to the 

· Senate of the United States the petitions that lie on my desk, 
with a further suggestion that when the resolution that has 
been reported by the Committee on Woman Suffrage comes 
before the Senate it will give me great pleasure to T"ote in 
favor of the proposed constitutional amendment. I ask that 
the petitions be recei>ed and appropriately referred. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions will be receiT"ed and 
referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

1'Ir. POINDEXTER. It is not my intention, Mr. President, 
to detain the Senate with a discussion of the merits of the joint 
resolution. I can not let the occasion go by, however, without 
taking advantage of it to publicly express my approval of the 
resolution and to say in a very few words what I understand to 
be the basic principles upon which it is founded. 

Th.is movement for woman suffrage is a part of the general 
tendency of tlle age toward enlarging the participation of the 
people in the Government. It is also a part of the age-long 
rise of women from the state of servility and subjection which 
they formerly occupied in domestic as well as in political 
affairs. 

I should imagine that it would be more difficult, considering 
this proposition as an original one and from a unh·ersal view, 
for anyone to state a reason why the right to vote should be a 
question of sex than to state reasons why women who are 
otherwise qualified should have the right to vote. In other 
words, it is difficult to conceive of a valid or logical objection 
to the proposition. 

I suppose that the exclusive privilege now given in some 
States to the male citizens to take part in the elective franchise 
is bnsed upon superior physical strC'Ilgth. I think we have 
arrived at a day and age when it is universally conceded that 
that is not a bigh nor a just principle upon which to base the 
privilege of the franchise. If it were, then we should pick out 
those who are physically the strongest and give them superior 
rights in the State. 

In the case of a man like Jack Johnson, who at one time was 
the champion prize fighter in the world, if the highest privilege, 
the highest right, which a citizen can enjoy is to be based upon 
physical superiority, I suppose he -would stand very high in the 
favors of the State. 

I read a document which defaced the COXGRESSIONAL RECORD 
here a few days ago-and which gives intrinsic eT"idence that 
it is the production of a perverted mind--

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will be compelled to 
state to the Senator from Washington that that matter has been 
expunged from the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. POINDEXTER. I understand that it has been ex
punged from the RECORD, but I neT"ertbeless may refer to it, 

because it was printed in the RECORD, and I have it before me 
now. 

The VICE PRESIDE~"'T. The Chair made the observation 
only thro~gh fear that the Senator was not present and was 
not aware of the action the Senate bad taken. 

l\fr. POINDEXTER. It is an attack upon the proposition 
that women should have the franchise, and yet I read in this 
article (lirected against equal suffrage this statement: 

In brute force, in all that constitutes the mere animal frame and 
nature, wom~n are inferior to men; but in purity of mind, in refine
ment of sentiment, in all that most nearly assimilates our race to the 
good angels above, they are superior to men. 

Yet the writer of the article who entertained those T"i ~w- is 
of the opinion that those qualities which he compares to t l:e 
Divine Being's above are not of a sufficiently high order to be 
a test of the right to vote. 

l\lr. President, it is objected that the National Goyernment, 
the Congress of the United States, should not interfere, but 
that this matter should be left to the action of the States. I 
find, however, in the Constitution of the United States already 
a list enumerated of the rights of citizens. They are guaran
teed in the Constitution-a privilege whicfi attaches not only to 
citizens but to every person-protection against unreasonable 
seizures and searches. They are guaranteed due pro_cess of law 
and protected in the right to own property, given the right of 
trial by jury, insured the privilege of free speech and of a free 
press. If those privileges were of sufficient importance, and 
they undoubtedly were, to be embodied in the Bill of Rights and 
placed in the Constitution of the United States, that ·privilege 
which is of a still higher order, namely, the right to participate 
in the primary functions of government, is also not only of 
sufficient importance but is appropriate to be protected in the 
Constitution itself. 

Every woman born or naturalized in the United States, by 
the terms of this Constitution, is a citizen of the United States. 
In view of her intellectual attainments, her moral character, 
her ability to comply in every respect with those tests of fitness 
for the franchise which are applied to men, a consideration in 
justice and fairness of her status and duties as a citizen entitle 
her to the same prerogati'rn. 

The fourteenth amendment to the Constitution guarantees to 
every citizen the privileges and immunities of citizenship and 
enjoins any State from abridging or denying them. The writing 
of one addtional word into the fifteenth amendment of the Con
stitution, the addition of a word of one syllable to this Consti
tution, would accomplish throughout the Nation the great object 
for which this movement has been instituted and carried on 
with so much perseverance. 

l\lr. President, I am in favor of the joint resolution, and I 
submit certain petitions in its support. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

l\lr. STONE. Mr. President, I bold in my hand a petition in 
support of the joint resolution under discussion, handed to me 
'Qy Miss Laura S. Runyon, a teacher of history in the Warrens
burg Normal School, of my State, one of several great institu
tions of that character of a highly cultirnted ar:d most excellent 
nature. 

These petitions fa,or the adoption of the joint resolution pro
posing an amendment to the Constitution granting the right of 
suffrage to women, and I take pleasure in presenting them. I 
ask that the petitions be appropriately referred. 

The VICE PRESIDE...~T. The petitions will be referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. MARTIN of Virginia. Mr. President, I present a peti
tion, very largely signed by women of Virginia, asking for th"e 
passage of the joint resolution amending the Constitution of 
the United States so as to give the right of suffrage to the 
women of the country. I ask that the petition be referred to 
the appropriate committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. BACON. I present sundry petitions from women of 
Georgia on the same subject, which I ask may be likewise 
referred. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions presented by the 
Senator from Georgia will be referred to the Committee on 
Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. SHEPP ARD. I present a number of petitions signed by 
citizens of Texas in faT"or of an amendment to the Constitution 
granting the right of suffrage to women. I ask that the peti
tions be referred to the Committee on Womun Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 
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:Mr. SW ANSON. In behalf of some ladies and at their r e- in Navember , 1912, of its mnle citizens was 22,000,000. Of that 
que t I present petitions signed by sundry citizens of Vir ginia 22,000,000, 15,000,000 saw fit to exercise the right confeTred by 
in favor of the ndO'ption of Senate joint resolution No. 1. I ask the laws of their country; 7 f000,000 were busy, disabled, :ick. or 
that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Woman unable to get into the returns for \arious reasons. One-third of 
Suffrage. the male lords af creation, now l}y the laws of the country given 

The VICE PRESJD~T. The petitions will be referred t o the right of se1t~government, volnntarily ab ented tbem elves 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. from the polls last November. 

Mr. SMITH of Georgia. I desire to pr~nt a petition, 94,<Yfledl It is said that women will not and do not vote hen the right 
by numerous l:ldies of Georgia, in behalf of Sen te joint r esolu- ls extended to them. Neither do not• will the men in any Ja:rger 
ticm No. 1. I ask thnt the petition be appr-op-Tiately referred. proportion. Therefore I am mal'ed to sa.y that the appTeciutlon 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to of the responsibilities imposed by the right to vote will be as 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. . . . · thoroughly felt by the women o:f this country as by the men who 

l\Ir. JAMES. I desire to present, in behalf of the women of now have and in part exe1·ctse that right. 
Kentucky, a petition in favor of Senate joint resolutio.n No. 1. l\fr. President, the law of physical force ough.t not to ue an 
I ask that the petition be appropdately referred. argument on this joint re olution. We bape that the human 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to race fs traveling toward a. better age; that the days ot arma.-
the Committee on ·woman Suffrage. ment on land and ea will cease; that it wm no longer be a 

Mr. JOHNSO.i,. of :illaine~ I pre ent a :petition 011 the same question o-f battleS'hips and military force; that it wm be a 
subject, signed by citizen of Uaine, and in the. ab~nce of the question of right and wrong. I hope that we a:re rn:picll · traveI
Senator from New York [Ur. ROO'YJ I present m his behalf a ing toward that time when justice will sit enthroned in the 
llke petltfo . :r ask thnt the petitions be referred to the Com- bnman heart as the snpreme arbiter between n~tions an<l ue-
mittee on Woman Snffrnge. tween men _ 

The VICE PRE IDENT. The petitions will be referred to In that age~ however far distant it may be the influence :.mu 
the Committoo on Woman Suffrage. the vote of. woman,kind will be as powerfnI as tllat of men. 

Mr. S~HTH of Arlzonc . I pye ent a similar petition, signed l\!en themselve have only been enf1mnchised a.s the result of 
by n large numb-er of women af my State, in favor ~f. the adop- many struggles: in the centuries past. Who ha:s forgotten the 
tion of Sennte resofution No. 1. I a Ii: that the petition be ap- charter fig.hts in England~ Who has forgotten the fightS' in the 
propriately re:fened. . . . earlier history of the older" tates of this Republic? Only by 

The ViCE PRESIDIDIT. Tbe petition will be referred to de.,.rees have the limitations of property qualifications to vote 
th~ Comm·ttee on Woman Sutrrave. · been stricken oft year after yea.rr Only here and there we can 

Mr. MYERS. I present a petition ·gned by a farge number remember the time when constitutional restrictions, when the 
ot citizen of .Montana an the same ubjeet. I a k that the limitation upon the right of men to vote, were removed by the 
petition be referred to the _Committee on Wom:In Suffraoe. great impulsive mffrnments that ea.me trom those who felt thnt 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The :petition will be referred to the sense of justice no longer permitted tho e limHatlonS'. 
tbe Committee on Woman Suffrage. So the history of the tight fo-1· us to vote, my fellow men, 

l\Ir. V AilD IAN. l\lr. President, the sentiment favorable to has been checkered by the vicissitudes of the slow-mo ing prog
woman suffrage is not very strong in Mississippi, but there i:rre ress of humanity. 
some vecy e:xeelle-nt women in that State and 31 feW: men wh& , Women now vote in many of the Stutes. In the third lar"est 
are very earn:e tly for the measure. I take pleasure m p-t·esent- State in the Union, with a vote cast: of more than 1,200,000 
ing their petitions to th~ Senate, and I ask that they be last November

1 
a limited right of suffrage has been granted by 

appropriately referred. an act of our general as mbly. By that statute women are 
Tile VICE PRE IDE'NT. The petitions will be refen-ed to given the right to \ote for candidates for all public offic.es 

the Committee on Woman Suffrage. . except those created and existing by virtue of the State con-
Mr DILLINGHAM. At the request of VeTmcmt ladies pres- stitution~ It is a partiaI ad ·ance.. but :Lt is no- more partial 

ent this morning I beg len.ve ta pre · nt a petition in favor af than the advanee that has been made in every State and in 
the pa ge ot Senate jofat re lution .r O~ L every country where the English tongue fs spoken. Wherever 

I ought tO' say in this connection that, w-hile I have not re- the common law of the mother country has-been practiced, wber
cei,ed from the State a formal petition to be presented upon ever the personal and the property rights of women have been 
this occasion, I ha e had numerous letters from representatlve subject to the common law we have seen the gradual ad-vance, 
people of the State requesting a.cti&n on my part favorable to of womankind from the condition of marital serfdom and 
tl:Ii mo-n~ment. I only say thls beeau e bad I known th t the economic vassalage until she has adrnnced to the full panoply 
matter was corning up this mornurg I would have brought the o.f property rights, holding her individual estate or community 
letters with me nd pre nted them as a part of the representa- property according to tbe- laws of the several States gnt.nting 
fion to th en te of the United States. I a k that the petition to her her persona! rights. 
be refetred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. At one time woman upon entering into the state of matri-

The VICE PRE ID~ T_ The petition presented: by the mony lost her personal i~entity, and at the same time iJ?.e 
Senator from Vermont wilI be recei\ed and referred to the po session as well as the title of all her property was vested m 
Committee on Woman Suffrage. her husband. The hn band was the absolute proprietary lord 

Mr. KENYON. On the same subject I present sundry peti- of her means. That was the common law of our English ances-
tions signed by citizens of the State of Iowa. I ask that the tor . I do not wonder that sometimes even now man thinks 
petitions be referred to the Committee on Wo'IDan Suffrage. this i an innovation. Be is alm.08'1: like a Mohammedan. The 

The VICE PRESIDE.NT. The vetition will he referred ta Koran tells us that e\ery reform is an innovation, every inno.-
the Committee on Wom:m Suffrage. -vation :is an error and every error leads to hell-fire. It that is 

l\Ir. WEEKS. I ,present resolutions- nnd indorsements upon so ;ve who favor this joint resolution are headed for a warmer 
the same subject. l think I ought to say that the large number ro~mtry .than Washington~ [Laughter.] I am going to take a 
<Yf petitions whie-h I ho.fd in my hand has been the result of pub- chance on it. Mr. President. because in the very nature of 
lie meetin"'S held at difte1:·ent towns and citie of Massachusetts. things, if womttnkind has had some of her limitations removed, 
I ask that they be referred t<> the Committee an Wom:m Su:t- and no- injury bas re ulted in yearg past,, we had as well take th.e 
fuge. other limitations off and make the opening words of the Const1-

The VICE PRESID.ENT. The petitions will be- referred ro tution of this Republic a living, active, dynamic force in the 
the Committee on W(}man Suffl'age. great Republic of the Western Hemisphere~ 

Mr. SHERMAN. l\Ir. PreSident, I pre ent sundry petitions It is said to me that woman c1oes not want t o vote, and that, 
of' n like clutracter itb those already p1·esenwd. I do- not be.sides,. she i not a soldier. For my pa.~t, if I had liv~ in 
content myself with merely the idle presentatfo.n on my part the day of the Civil W:u and had worn either a gray uniform 
of those petitions. They are signed by citizens of the l1nited or a blue I would rather have carried a Confederate or a Union 
States. They are not \Oter of the United States because of musket than haYe been .a woman who stayed at home and 
certain con titutlonal llmiintion The first line I rend in the aited for news from the far line of battle or the hospital's 
Federal Charter is-- wasting breath. 

we, the people o'f the United: States. 
The women of this country are not fn n. gov-enunental sense 

any part 01. the " people 1 of the United States at this time 
unless i:n those Stn:tes or jurisdictions where by State legisla
tion or by constitutional pl'.Ovisfon that :right h as been guar
anteed to them. 

Afr. President, there are in round n umbers about 100,000,000 
h uman beings in this Republic at this time. The potential vote 

T be bravest of battle$ that ever as fought, 
Shall I tell you where and when? 

On the maps of the world you will find it not ; 
It was fought by the mothers o.f men. 

No ma.rshaling troop. no bivouac song, 
No banners t hat glea m and wave ; 

But. oh, its stru,c;gles they last so long, 
From babyhood down to the grave. 
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Somebody has said to me, Mr. President, in private conversa

tion on this question, that womankind will not improve politics. 
Well, if she does not, if she only keeps it from getting any 
worse, I am willing to take a chance on it. 

If we and others who have, through ourselves or through our 
ancestors, for many years been engaged in the management of 
the dear public's affairs have made what we have of it, with 
im·estigation heaped upon investigation, with hill on hill and 
Alp on Alp arising, with which we are endeavoring to issue a 
certificate of moral character to ourselves-if we have not got 
any further along than that in some hund1·eds of years, for the 
Lord's sake let us give woman a chance a.nd see if she can not 
get us on a little higher level than we now are. 

What good will it do to increase merely the body of the 
electorate? That is what this is. The mere multiplication of 
u:nits avails nothing unless the quality of the unit is improved. 
I believe woman is a better unit than man, though not possibly 
on the intricacies of the tariff schedules, not possibly in discuss
ing the niceties of peanut oil or the solvency or insolvency of 
banks or the intricacy of currency bills and regional reserves. 
She will need a little preliminary drilling on those subjects, and 
I think some Senators will also have to have a little preliminary 
drilling before they are ready to vote. So it ts an even score 
when we mark it upon the wall in that way. 

Will it do any good? I think it will, Mr. President. Does 
n-0t a woman protect her babe in the cradle? Is not her mater
nal instinct stronger than the instinct of the other parent? 
Does not she use all her efforts for that purpose? Do not her 
power, her intuition, her diplomacy, her arguments, and her 
imperial influence with man go to defend her own? They do. 

For myself. if nothing else were at stake with me, if the 
woman has a right to defend with her life her honor, with her 
life her babe in the cradle, I would put the ballot in her hands 
in order that when the babe grows to be an adult she still 
might defend him on land and sea and wherever in the wide 
world he might be. Woman is infinitely the superior of man 
on moral questions. We are of coarser fiber; we think in lower 
terms. But the woman, enlisted in the cause of m-0ral progress, 
will protect her babe in infancy and she will protect the same 
babe in the years when he is an adult. I ask that the petitions 
be referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, I take great pleasure in present
ing a petition from many women who wish the Senate to vote 
in favor of Senate joint resolution No. 1 in regard to this mat
ter. As a matter of fact, I have always believed in the right 
of women to vote. I do now believe in it, and I say " now " 
without equivocation and without any mental reservation. 

Women vote in Oregon, and the last city election in Portland 
was, I am told, decided by the votes of the women. In my 
family there are four persons-my wife, two daughters, and 
myself. They and I are registered voters. As a matter of fact, 
my sympathy is with the women. I have always done all I 
e-0uld to secure to them the right of suffrage, and ha-ve labored 
with others in Oregon until finally we now have the women as 
full voters in every election. 

Several arguments in favor of woman s-J'.Irage haYe been pre
sented here, but there are ma.ny thinga not usually presented 
in relation to this question which appeal to m~. I am by pro
fession not a~lawyer; I am a physician; and probably I look 
naturally upon this question from the standpoint of a physician. 
.As a matter of fact, it is not true that men llave greater physical 
enduranee than women. Women can stand and, as a rule, do 
stand more pain than the bra vest and most courageous man is 
able to endure. 

I have never known .any reason why women should not vote. 
They are our full partners in all of the affail's of life. From 
the hour in which we are born until the day on which we die 
they accompany us through all our lives in every circumstance. 
We can not do without them, and we do not wish to. There is 
no reas.on on earth why they should not participate with us in 
all of the joys and privileges -0f life, as they do now in our sor
rows and adversities. 

There is no reason for denying, and I can not understand why 
anyone should deny, women a right to vote, if the women wish 
to vote. If a woman does not wish to vote, that is a different 
matter. Under the joint resolution, if enacted into law, if she 
does not wish to vote, she does not have to do so. As the Sena: 
tor from Illinois [Mr. SHERMAN] has pointed 0ut, many men 
decline to vote, and women have a perfect right to decline if 
they so desire; but those women who do wish to -vote should 
be allowed to do so. 

The interest of women in good and bad legislation is as great 
as is ours. Good legislation and properly ccnduct'-'d government 
go right into the homes of the families of this country and bear 

directly upon the happiness, the fate, and the :fortunes of the 
family, including the women. The woman is more interested in 
her offspring than is the male. Naturally it will be to her in
terest to have in the country good government, sound govern
ment, government which will protect the home and which will 
protect and promote the health and the happiness of her off
sp1·ing. It is her desire that her offspring shall be happy; that 
they shall be prosperous and healthy. Men have not as much 
interest in the welfare of their -0ffspring. Quite naturally, then, 
and logically, woman should have a voice and a share in saying 
what manner of government should be placed upon herself and 
her children. I do not see how anyone can question the logic 
of that statement. As I have said before, I hav~ for that reason 
at all times been in favor of women voti.c.g. I have gotten over 
the idea that women would not vote as intelligently as men. 
Women may make mistakes if they get the right to vote. We 
make many of them. If women do not make more mistakes than 
we do they are going to do very well, indeed. It is not within 
the realm of possibility that women can make more mistakes 
than we do, and if they do they have a right to make them and 
then correct them afterwards, if they care to do so. I hope and 
trust, Mr. President, that the joint resolution will pass. I ask 
that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Woman 
Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions wm be received and 
referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. KERN. Mr~ President, I present a number of petitions. 
numerously signed by some of the best pe<>ple of the State of 
Indiana, both men and women, praying for the adoption of 
Senate j-0int ' resolution No. L I ask that th~ petitions be 
referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions wil1 be refeued to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. PENROSE. I present petitions signed by over 10,000 
prominent and leading citizens of Pennsylvania in favor of 
the passage of Senate joint resolution No. 1. I ask that the 
petitions be referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to 
the Committee on Woman Sufft·age. 

Mr. COLT. I present several petitions from women of 
Rhode Island in favor of the passage of Senate joint resolution 
No. 1, relating to woman suffrage. I ask that the petitions be 
referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions will be refen0d to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. RANSDELL. I present petitions, signed by a number of 
male residents of Louisiana, urging the adoption of Senate 
joint resolution No. 1, giving the right of suffrage to women. 
I desire to say that I am in favor of the joint resolution, and 
shall do what I can to secure its adoption. I ask that the 
petitions be referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDE.i.~T. The petitions will be referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. THORNTON. Mr. President, at the request and in be· 
half of certain ladies in the State of Louisiana, I wish to pre
sent a petition in favor of the female suffrage amendment now 
pending before this b-Ody. In doing so, I wish to say that I nm 
opposed to the passage of that proposed amencment to the Con
stitution, because the effect of its passage will be to take a way 
from my State the constitutional right which she now enjoys in 
that respect. I have not the slightest objection to other States 
conferring the right of suffrage on women in their States if 
they so desire; but I am unalterably opposed to other States 
forcing the State of Louisiana to do so, whether that State 
wishes to do so or not; and I will do everything I can honornbly 
do to prevent the passage of the proposed amendment. I ask 
that the petitions be refeJTed to the Committee on Woman 
Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDEINT. The petitions will be recehed and 
referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. President, I desire to inform the Senate 
that the resolutions handed me by ladies of Illinois I have 
taken the liberty to leave with the filing clerk of the Senate. I 
respectfully inform the Senate that I present those resolutions 
in behalf of the ladies of Illinois and of the delegation that rep
resented them who are here visiting in Washington. I ask 
that the resolutions be referred to the Committee on Woman 
Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolutions will be referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. SMITH of l\Iaryland. I desire to present several petitions 
signed by ladies in my State on the same subject. I ask that 
the petitions be referred to the Committee on Woman ~uffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions will be :-eferred to the 
Committee on Woman Suffrage. 
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l\Ir . . W ARRE"'N. Mr. President~ I represent in part the State 
of ·wyoming, which 44 years ago, as a Territory, adopted equal 

offrage and equal rights and privileges for men and women. 
That has been the law since, and it bas been accepted and sup
ported by all parties. When, some twenty-odd years ago, after 
haying li\ed under that law for oYer 20 years, the Territory 
of Wyoming knocked at the doors of Congress for admittance 
into the Union she had in her constitution the provision for 
equal suffrage. In the constitutional conYention of the new 
State, composed of about 80 delegates of all parties, but 3 
recorded their votes against the provision. 
· I do not at this time present any petition, but I simply give 
the record of that State. The law· is universally respected and 
indorscd, and if I occupied hours of time I could not say too 
much in its favor. 

It is true that a large number of the people iri. Wyoming 
belie>e it is unnecessary to have a constitutional provision or 
amendment, because each State could settle the matter for 
itself. I myself have formerly, while a member of the Commit
tee on Woman Suffrage, reported in favor of such an amend
ment as proposed in these petitions, and personally I should 
take pleasure in supporting such an amendment though I find 
no fault with those who beliern otherwise and think each State 
should settle it for itself. 

l\Ir. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, on behalf of a \ery few 
of the good women of the State of Alabama I present a petition 
fa rnring the passage of Senate joint resolution No. 1. I shall 
vote against the passage of the joint resolution. I ask that the 
petition be referred. to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The YICE PRESIDENT. The petition will be receiyed and 
referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. S:.\IITH of .Michigan. Mr. President, I take pleasure in 
presenting a petition, signed by the people of my State, in favor 
of Senate joint resolution No. 1. I send to the desk a letter 
r eceiYed this morning from the governor of our State, and ask 
that it may be read. 

Tl1e YICE PRESIDENT. Is there any objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 
STATE OF MICHlGAX, EXECUT IVE CHA:\IBER, 

Lansing, J uly 28, 1913. 
Hon. WILLIA:\I ALOE:-< SMITH, 

U nited States Senate, Waslli11gton, D. 0. 
MY DE-\R Mn. SmTn: I am writing an exact duplicate of this letter 

to Senator CHARLES E. Tow ·sEKD. I must confes tbat I am not 
familiar with ju t what is pending in relation to the proposed amend· 
ment to the National Constitution granting suffrage to women. If 
such a bill is pending and is due to come up for approval or disap
proval, I am quite willing that you should know my feelings in re· 
gard to granting- uffrnge to women. I favor such an amendment, not 
because the right of suffrage to women would reform the United 
Statefl in 30 days, but because I belleve they a1·e entitled to the right 
and privilege of suffrage. On that basis I am hoping that you will 
hold a similar opinion and vote accordingly. .After all, I am not 
writing this lette 1· by way of instruction. but in order to express to 
yon my own wishes. It is not necessary for me to wri.te pages ~>n this 
subject, because I have stated my rea~on for supportrng the nght of 
suffrage to women in one sentence. With best wishes, I am, 

\ery sincerely, you1·s, 
WOODBRIDGE N. FEURIS , Got:ernor. 

:Mr. SMITH of Michigan. Mr. President, I simply desire to 
saY that I -voted for the constitutional amendment in the State 
ot'l\Iichigan last year. I shall Yote for it here when I have an 
opportunity. 

I pre ume few, if nny. Senators here haYe had the distin
guished llonor which I have personally enjoyed of accompany
ing my mother to the polls as a full-fled.ged Yoter in the State of 

nlifornia. l did not feel that tlle dignity of the American peo
ple or the strength and perpetuity of the Ilepublic were en
dangered by thnt course. I ask that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

'Ibe YICE PRESIDENT. The petition presented by the 
Senator from .!\lichigan will be rcceiYed and referred to the 
Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

l\lr. JOH~ ·sTON of Alnb!.lnrn. Mr. Presirlent, at the request 
of one lady I am pre cuting a petition signed by 13 ladies of the 
city of Washington. favoring the passage of Senate j oint resolu
tion No. 1. I nsk that tile petition be referred to the Committee 
on Woman Suffrage. 

Tlle YICE PUE '!DENT. The petition will be recei\ed and 
rcfene<l to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

1\lr. S::UITH of Soutl1 Carolina. l\1r. Pre ident: at the reque t 
of a lady from my State I am presenting a petition in fa>or of 
Senate joint rP..olution No. 1. 

J fuJ.d thn t in the petition there is no sign a tu re from the 
State of South Carolin . I am presenting the petition as :1 
mntte1· of courtesy to the lady from my State wbo handed it to 
me. I nm not in a position to state just what is the sentiment 
of the people of my State in reference to the joint resolution 

until I heat" from them, as we generally do on subjects in which 
they are interested. 

I think this explanation is necessary to show that there is 
not on the petition any signature from my State. I ask that the 
petition be referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petition presented by the Sen
ator from South Carolina will be received and referred to the 
Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. PITTi\I.AN. Mr. President, I have the honor to present, 
on behalf of the women of Ne>ada, petitions in support of the 
joint resolution. 

While I do not intend to make any argnment in support of 
it, as I do not belicYe it is required, and because there are 
others who can more ably discuss the matter, I can not refrain 
from stating that the men of my State belieye women should 
ham the right to -vote. We realize that the purification of the 
administration of our Go>ernment is the most important ques
tion before the people to-day. We believe that the absolute 
and unrestricted enfranchisement of women will do more to 
purHy our Government than all of the corrupt-practices bills 
that can be enacted into law. 

On two separate occasions the legislature of my State has 
passed almost unanimously a resolution ameQ.ding the constitu
tion so as to grant to women the unrestricted and absolute 
franchise in the State. I feel that I am able to say that at the 
next election the men of the State will almost un::mimou'ly 
confirm the action of the legislature. I ask that the petition be 
referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

l\fr. '1.'0WNSEJND. l\Ir. President, I have the honor of pre
enting petitions in behalf of the proposition to amend the 

Constitution of the United States. 
I clo not care at this time . to say more than that I am in 

hearty sympathy with the joint resolution. I have so expre ea 
myself on very. many occasions. While there is a great differ· 
ence of opi..Ilion in the State of l\Iichigan as to wheth r or not 
\YOmen should >ote, I here and now protest against the state~ 
ments which haye been gh'en circulation to the effect that only 
women of the most undesirable classes are favoring woman 
suffrage. So far as :Michigan is concernoo, this is grossly incor
rect. I know that many of the >ery best mothers and wi>es 
of my State are in hearty sympathy with this movement. Be
lienng, as I do, that woman should have the same political 
rights us man, I shall cheerfully do what I can to secure such 
rights for her. I ask that the petitions be referred to the Com
mittee on Woman ·Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDEN"T. The petitions will be referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. '.CHOMPSON. Mr. President, I take pleasure in pl'esent
ing petitions from numerous intelligent and accomplished ladies 
of the State of Kansas asking me to support the suffrage 
amendment; and I take this occasion to say a few words in 
behalf of the amendment. 

Kansas is the infant State in the suffrage movement. While 
we have had woman suffrage in one form or another in edu
cational and municipal affairs perhaps longer than most of the 
States, we have had complete woman suffrage, equal suffrage, 
only since the last general election. 

L ast year the Kansas women modestly, but earnestly, with
out flourish of trumpets, asked the men to grant them this 
right, and we generously responded by a most decisive Tote. 

No nobler women, no more de>oted wiyes, or more loYing 
mothers, and no better housekeepers can be found anywhere 
on earth, and we ha>e no fears of their losing these excellent 
qualities by extending that which of right belongs to them. I 
con()'ratulate them upon their splendid victory and heartily 
welcome them into their new field of labor. The ternpernnce 
question, always ali>e in my State, and all other moral questions 
are now. perfectly safe ::md secure in the hands of the -voters 
for the first time in the history of the State. 

I have always fa>ored woman suffrage because I •beli eYe 
that under the Constitution of the United States, and under 
the fundamental laws, woman is justly and legally entitled to 
it. I look at it as much from a legal standpoint as from uny 
otter, although from a moral standpoint it can be urged witll 
even greater force. 

In this connection I de ire to read a few sections from the 
Constitution of the United States bearing out this contention. 

Section 2 of Article IV pro>ides: 
'.fbe citizens of each State shall be entitled to all privile~es and im

munities of citizens · In the several States. 

The fourteenth amendment pro-vides: 
All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to 

the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of tho United States and of the 
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Stare. wherein. they reside. No State shaU make or enforce any law ·· Sixth. They deserve to be honoredi by the ch:Udren of tbe 
which hall abridge the privileges or immunities of ett:izens <>i the t 
United States; nor shall any State deprive any persan of file, liberty, coun ry as equal to men in dignity and hanoT. 
or property without dae process of law; nor deny to any person within• Seventh. They pay half the taxes of the United States. 
its jurisdiction the equal protection of. the laws. Eighth. They possess, half of the property of 1fue UDitcd 

The fifteenth amendment provides·: States, or, at least, they are entitled to possess-half oi' the prop-
'I'he right of citizens of tbe United States to ote shalL not be- dented erty of the United States by virtue m labor i;:erformedl and duty 

or abridged by the United States or by any State on aecount. of race-,. well' done. 
coloi~, o.xr previous condition. of servitude. · · · Their property and their right to liberty :ind to life nre -ub-

1t will hardly be argued by anyone that women are not clti- Ject to law. The law rontrols the property as- wen as: the rights 
zens. If they are admitted to be citizens, their legal right toi of' the women to life, liberty, and the plll!suit of happiness, LJud 
vote is already clearly established by law. therefore women shofild have the right to 31 voice in the election 

While. I belie-ve no eonstitutional amendment isl really neces- of Representatives to write the statutes and tv execute them. 
sary to give the right of equal suffrage,. yet if it will aid in any Mr. President. I do not understand how a man,. l'avlng ' hnd 
way to bring a.1>-0nt equal suffrage througheut the United States honoring women, believing in the.i.r intelligence and integrity of 
I am certainly in favor of the puoposed amendm.e:nt, The only mind, believing in their m-0ral and ethical sense, believing in 
reason we have not enjoyed woman s.uffrage throughout the their upright cl'Utracter, believi:ng in their right a.s human beings, 
United States is because the men have origin.ally assumed the- can deny these overwhelming reasons: justifying suffrage or 
i~ight and the power to deprirn the women of this legal right offer them a Barmecide- feast of empty gallantry whlle denying 
of suffrage. In the early days the men in my State, who per- them the solid food of actual power~ 
haps were not then ::is just and chiyalrous as they are in this I do not understand how any man, in the presence of God,. 
day. met and framed the constitution of the State. In doing so. can deny the validity of these rensons. If you atte:npt to 
while under the Constitution of the United States the women answer these sound reasons. with a sensiti'Ve· conscience, it seems 
were equal citizens with them, they deprived them o:f their to me you are- compelled to yield t0; the :righteon:s demnud of the 
most &tcred right of- citizenship, that of voting. women of America. 

I ha-ve often wondered what the re&1lt would have been had Yo-u well know, as students of history amt a.s stmlent::i of 
the women assumed this right and met and framed the con-
stitution of Kan as, and deprived the tnen of the right to statecraft, ~t th~ right to- t~e b-all?t is tile 1:ight p:wtective Of 
vote-- I feel that the men judges of the various courts would every other right, and~ knowmg this, how will you thus deny 
lw.-ve· held long ag0> that such ac1:ion would: have been rmcon- . women equal op~rtunity .to earn equal wa~e.S' fo~ equal labor 
stitntionar. So if it would have been. unconstitutionnJ for the· and to protect then~· own lives and that of then children by the 
women to· have framed the: constitution of Kansas and to ballo_t? 
have dcprtrnd the men of the- right to vote-, I say it is uncon- Will Y~~ sng;est t~at good women wm ~6t vote ai;icl bad 
stitutional foy the men to ha-ve' met and denied the women o! · women will vote· Thu; most untrue and unkind suggestion has 
this right and privilege. To use a rather- homely, but forcible, been emphatically and finally an~wered by history, which dem
familiar expression~ "What is sauc.e for the goose- should 00 onstrates· that the sru:1? percentage _of women vote a_S' _men, and 
sauce for the gander." If it would have been unconstitutional that the vote of undesuable women rs an utterly negligible quan
for the women to have done this it was also unconstitutional tlty; that women are not ta be regarded as bringing to suffrage 
for the men. r belfove that nnde~ th.e- fundamental law of this a preponderance of evil, but that their vote- has brought to me 
land and under the highest authority we have-the Constitu- St~te an important influence in the interest a?Jd wel'l-being o:t 
tion of the United States-they are legaJiy entitled to vote, children, new. and stronger lawS' fo:rr the p:ro~eet10n and advance-
and shO'Uld: no-t longer-be deprived of that right by the men. ment of the mterests ?f mO"thers and_ of girls, new and. better 

I shall gladly support. the constitutional amendment, and laws !or the preservation. o~ th~ pobhc· heal~. ~ew a;i~ better 
hope later- to take more time to discuss the question from a laws for decency .m adrninistermg. and beautifying cities, and 
moral standpoint, whereby tt will secure equal justice-, nobler more worthy candidates by all parties. a:re offered whe:r.e women 
purposes, better government, and the highest and purest vote. 
citizenship. I ask that the peti-tions be referred to the Com- The right of suffrage is justifie.d _by every natural right; can 
mittee on Woman Suffrage, not be denied by conscientious, thoughtful, studiou meu who 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions will tie referred ta desire to deaI justly with all human f>eings alike. l grea.tly de-
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. sire to see these rights established in order to rn.ise in dignity 

Mr. OWEN. Mr. President, in presenting these petitions of and powe: the motb~rs of ~s Nation. 
the women of Oklalloma, asking f<>"r the adoption of the Senate No nation eve1· rises higher than the motherhood ()f the _ 
joint resolution No. 1, proposing an amendment to the Constitu- natiE>n; and the welfare of the Nation is not proillOted' by deny
tiorr of the United States extending the right ot suffrage to ing to the mothers of the Nation the elementary rigllt of suffrage 
women on - the same basis as the suffrage enj.oyed by men which is essential not only to protect thek own rights of' life>, 
I do so in no mere perfunetory way, because personally i liberty, property~ and th.e pursuit. of h~ppinP.ss, but especially to 
strongly favor the proposed extension of the franchise. r be- enable them better to protect their children, the children of the 
lieve that it will be bette:t for the Government of the United Nation-the boys and girls-who. must have charge in a few 
States, better for State government, better for county gove:m- years of this great Repnblfe. The· children of the :Nation are. 
ment, better for city government, better for the home, better taught by women their manners, their morals, and their sta nd
for the safeguarding of the health of the people, better for the ards ~f life, their ambitions,. their industry; their good qualities 
safeguarding of t.he rights-,. interests, happiness, and general are stimulated by women :far more than by men. Women should 
welfare of the children, of the women, and of the men that the have the right to :protect their children "from the treacherous 
. women of the Nation should have a right to register their pitfalls which lie in the pathway of life"; fo protect their chil
wishes with regard to government upon. an equal basis with dren against disease and insanitary conditi-ons; to protect their 
men. · children against the liquor traffic; to protect their children 

The reasons for this request on the part ·of the women in again...<:t the brothel; and in protecting their children they will 
the country are o-verwhelmingly unanswerable, and the time has protect as well the men of the Nation and establis:b in their 
come when they must be considered witb dignity, with llll- hearts. higheT and bettell' standards. 
biased minds, free from prejudi<!e or passion, in the interest o:f The whole world is beginning to realize the enormo· ·s impor-
the welfru·e of the human. race.- tance of giving greater power ·to women. Many of our own 

What are these reasons? They have heen. succinctly set forth States have given full suffrage to. women within the last few 
_ in the memorial which I had the hcmor to present (S. Doe. years,, including Oreg~ Ariz-Ona, Kansas, California, Alaska, 

519', 61st Cong., 2d sess.) and which I had the honor,. as a Washington; and Wyoming, Idaho,. Colorado,. and Utah have 
friend of this cause, upon the counsel and advice of the women long given women full suffrage with beneficial results to the 
re~resenting the National American Woman Suffrage Associa- school system. and to- the charities of the: State,. to better coruli
tiou, to prepare: ti(}ns protecting the live-s o:f the women and children of those 

First. The women of the United · States ru·e- citizens of the. States, and no jast objection has been found against it where it 
United States, entitled by nature to an equali right to enjoy the has been exercised. Full suffrage h::tS' been given by many other 
opportunities of life. great self-governing, highl~ civilized co-mmunities-, as South 

·Second .. They perform half the work of the United States. Australia, Western Anstralia. Aastralia itself New South Wales, 
Third. They bear all the children of the United. States. Tasmania, Queensland, New Zealand, and Finland. Illinois has 
Fourth. They educate these children. recently extended suffrage on a large scale; and I want to regis.-
Fifth. They inculcate in these ehildren lessons of morality, ter my earnest hope that the Senate- of the, United States will 

of religion, of industry, of· civic righteousness, and of civic duty. recognize its great obligation to the human race in extending 
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this measure of .;justice to· the women of America, so that this· 
great Republic may reach the highest ideals of Christian civili
zation. 

I will not nppeal to men from a party standpoint or call their 
attention to the effect which may be expected to follow if either 
one of the great parties should go so far as to offend the 
nearly 4,000,000 women who now ham the full suffrage in 
America by contemptuously denying a right · so obviously just 
and so obYiously necessary to the welfare, to the progress, and 
to the happiness of the people of America, but I will remind 
you that many great groups of men, such as the Farmers' Union, 
the National Grange, the American Federation of Labor, the 
Labor Party, the Socialist Party, the last with over 648,000 
vote , have declared for this progressive movement; and I re
mind you al o that a great party, with high ideals, casting over 
4,0 0 ODO -.otes last year, has declared for woman suffrage, and 
that this question can no longer be ignored. 

I congratulate the Senate and the country that 22 Senators 
have to-day publicly expres .. ed their favorable opinion of this 
reform. 

During tlle delivery of Mr. OWEN'S speech, 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The morning hour has expired, 

and the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. 

The SECRET RY • . A bill (II. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties 
and to provide revenue for the Government, and for other pur-
po es. · 

.Mr. SDii\IOXS. I ask that the unfinisiled business be tempo
rarily laid aside until the Senator from Oklahoma has con
cluded. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is tllere objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the Senator from Oklahoma will proceed. 

After the conclusion of Mr. OWEN'S spe~h. 
1\lr. CLAPP. If the Senator from North Carolina will yield, 

I think an explanation is due relative to the petition handed in 
by the Senator from South Carolina [l\Ir. SMITH], who stated 
thn t the petition was not signed by residents or women of his 
owu State. 

These p titious were brought here ibis morning, and the peti
tioners were met at Hyattsville. In the short time it was im
possible to place all the petitions in the hands of the Senators 
from the particular States. An effort was made there as far as 
possible to give to each Senator the petitions of his own State, 
but in the hurry :rnd confusion it was impossible to make the 
distribution complete. 

I have no doubt the Senator will find upon examining the 
petitiolis filed with the Senate that there are petitions signed 
by women of his own State. 

~Ir. BRA:t\'DEGEE. l\Ir. President, I trust the Senator from 
:Korth Carolina 11ill allow the unfinished business to be laid 
asicle until the rest of the petitions have been presented. 

l\lr. SI.l\11\IO~S. I assume that very little more time will be 
required upon this matter, and trusting that Senators will rec
ognize the fact that two Senators have given notice that they 
will speak to-day on the unfinished business and. will abridge 
their comments as much as possible I now ask that the bill be 
temporarily laid aside until all the petitions are presented. 

The ·ncE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. The Senn.tor from Connecticut has the floor. 

l\1r. BR.Al\'DEGEE~ I present se-.eral petitions of constituents 
of mine in the State of Connecticut in behalf of Senate joint 
resolution No. 1, and ask that they be properly referred. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to the 
Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

l\lr. SAULSBURY. I present petitions signed by many esti
mable ladies from the State of Delaware in favor of the woman
suffrage joint resolution which I ask may be properly referred. 
I ask that the petitions be referred to the Committee on Woman 
Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDE.NT. The petitions will be referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. · 

Mr. STONE. I presented some petitions from women in 
favor of the amendment relating to suffrage this morning. I 
have now in my hand some petitions sent to my colleague [Mr. 
REED], who is not present in the Chamber, being absent on offi
cial business. In his behalf I present the petitions. I ask that 
the 11etitions be referred to he Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDEN'l'. The petitions will be referred to 
the CommittPe on Woman Suffrage. 

l\lr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I send to the desk certain peti
tion which llaYe IJeen r ceived from women of Arkansas on the 
snme general F;uhject. I nsk tllat they take the usual course. 

Tlle VI E PHESIDENT. The petitions will be recei...-ecl and 
referred to tile Cowmitte on Woman. Suffrage. 

. Mr. WARREN. :t send to the desk .six .several petitions favo1·
mg the adoption of the constitutional amendment. They are 
variously signed by citizen · of ·different localities. I ask that 
the petitions be referred to the ,Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The VI CE PRESIDENT. · The petitions pre ented by the 
Sena tor from Wyoming will be referred to the Committee on 
Woman Suffrage. . 

Mr. CHILTON. On behalf of some citizens of West Vir
ginia, I present a petition favoring the adoption of Senate joint 
resolution No. 1. I ask that the petition be referred to the 
Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDEl\TT. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. CHILTON. I desire also to present in behalf of my col
league [Mr. GOFF], who is necessarily absent, certain petitions 
on the same subject. I ask that the petitions be referred to the 
Committee on Woman Suffrage. · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I present a petition signed by many splendid 
.women of Tennessee in support of Senate joint resolution No. L 
I ask that the petition be referred to the Committee on Woman 
Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petition of the Senator from 
Tennessee will be received and referred to the Committee on 
Woman Suffrage. 

l\lr. POMERENE. Mr. President, I have the privilege of pre
senting some petitions signed by some of the splendid women 
and men of Ohio in support of the proposed amendment to the 
Constitution. In doing this I desire to say that at the last
constitutional election in the State of Ohio I voted in favor of 
the amendment granting the right of suffrage to women. It 
failed by a very substantial vote. If the opportunity presents 
itself to vote for an amendment to the Ohio constitution on this 
subject, granting the right of suffrage to women, I shall vote for· 
it again. 

I have never had any sympathy with. the stock arguments 
which are used in opposition to woman suffrage, but at the same 
time, while on my feet, I desire very briefly to present my 
views upon this subject. 

Many people when they discuss the subject refer to suffrage 
as a privilege, and in one sense of the word it is a privilege. 
Others speak of it as a right, and in one sense of the word it 
is a right when it is bestowed. But I have never looked upon 
the right of suffrage so much as a privilege or a right as I 
look upon it as a solemn duty. When we speak of the right 
of suffrage as enjoyed by men, I prefer to look upon it as a duty 
which American manhood owes to our country, and in tead of 
granting the privilege to vote, if it were in my power, to any. 
class of our citizens who are given the right, I would make it 
a duty, and I would penalize those who did not perform the 
duty. · 

That leads me to this suggestion, and I suggest it rather in 
the interest of woman suffrage than against it: In the State 
of Ohio, for instance, it has not yet appeared that the majority 
of the women there want to vote. I wish they did want to 
-.ote; and, if I may be pardoued the suggestion, it seems to 
me that the very minute the majority of the women of any 
State show to the men of that State that they want the right 
to vote they will speedily be given the right to vote. 

And that leads to this thought: It has not. yet appeared that 
the women of Ohio or the majority of them want to vote. In 
some of the Western States it appears that they do want to 
vote; and in some of the States, as has been suggested by se\·eral 
Senators on the floor to-day, there is no general sentiment in 
favor of woman suffrage. The question therefore is, Shall the 
men and women of a State who want to vote have the right to 
confer upon the women of a State who do not want to vote that 
privilege or duty, whichever we may call it? And, on the other 
hand, if the women of a State do not want to vote, should they 
have the right to prevent the women of another State from 
voting if they want to vote? 

With this thought in mind, and with the hope that the women 
of the country may some time in the near future have the right 
to vote if they want to vote, permit me to suggest that the first 
step in this campaign should be to teach the women to want to 
vote, and after they have been taught to want to vote the right 
will be given. I ask that the petitions be referred to the Com
mittee on Woman Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to the 
Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. M.A.IlTINE of Tew Jer ey. Mr. President. I pre ent peti
tions favoring wom:l.n suffrage signed by many of ·the most esti
mable women of my State and home towu. Whatever may be my 
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personal view on this matter, I would be a ve1itable coward did I 
not present the petitions. I believe in the right and privilege 
of petition. Personally, I am frank to say, with admiration and 
love for woman not surpassed by any man in this Chamber or 
elsewhere on God's footstool, I believe it would not tend to en
hance or advance the well-being of women, nor do I belie-rn it 
would accrue to the well-being of this beloved land of ours. 

I present these petitions, and ask that they be referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDEN'r. The petitions will be referred to the 
Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

l\Ir. l\IARTINE of New Jersey. l\Ir. P1·esident, these peti
tions, also from my Commonwealth, were handed to me by 
citizens of my State nsking that they might be given to my col
league [Mr. HUGHES] to pre ent. They said that in the event 
he was not here in time to present them they wished that I 
would present them. So at their request and in the name of my 
to1league [Mr. HUGHES] I present them. I ask that the peti
tions be referred to the Committee 011 Woman Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions will be refe_rred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. SIMMONS. In behalf of a number of most excellent 
women of the State of North Carolina I present a petition in 
fai;-or of woman suffrage. I ask that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petition presented by the Sen
ator from North Carolina will be received and referred to the 
Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. McLEAN. I present sundry petitions signed by a large 
number of women in the State which I ha.Ye the honor in part 
to represent. I ask for their proper reference. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I present petitions, 
numerously signed by citizens of Wisconsin, in favor of the 
joint resolution for a constitutional amendment extending 
suffrage to women, and on behalf of my colleague [Mr. STE
PHENSON], who is unavoidably absent, like petitions addressed 
to him for presentation on this occasion. 

At this time, Mr. President, with the bu3iness of legislntiou 
immediately in hand pressing upon us, I shall uJt take the time 
of the Senate for more than a word. But I believe that it will 
be helpful for the pas age of the joiLt resolution when it comes 
u~ regularly for consideration in this· body for Senators now to 
declare their position upon Qlis question. 

I can not remember a time, Mr. President, when I was not in 
favor of extending the suffrage to women. I have always be
lieved in cosuffrage, as I haye always beliei;-ed in coeducation, 
equality of property rights, and, in short, sir, equality of op
portunity for men and women alike; that civilization is best 
and most advanced where men and women cooperate and mu
tually respect each other; that democracy is safest where its 
entire citizenship is most enlightened, most interested, most 
alert. If the ballot educates men in citizenship and is a source 
of power and protection to them, surely it is of equal value to 
women. 

GoYernment is organized, Mr. President, for the good of 
society; and the very basis and foundation of all organized 
society is the home. Every act of government reacts for· good 
or evil upon the home. The tariff now under consideration, 
the laws regulating trusts, the statutes for the control and 
regulation of banking and currency, the laws regulating inter
state transportation, and all legislation of like character strikes 
directly at the home life, because it bears directly upon the cost 
of living and the ability to maintain the home. The women of 
this country are as directly interested in everything pertaining 
to the economies of goyernment and of the home as are the men. 
They understand it as wen as do the men, and their potential 
influence, e•en wllen handicapped by the denial of the right of 
suffrage, has been felt in the Halls of Congress. The long strug
gle to write upon the statute books legislation protecting the 
home and the life of the family against the adulteration of food 
products would ha•e been going on to this hour except for the 
organized effort the women of th~ country put back of tllat great 
retor~ movement. 

And, so, Mr. President, just as it is essential that we should 
ha Ye the cooperation of the women of the country in the develop
ment of the borne life. so we should have the cooperat ion of the 
women of the country in the legislation which underlies the 
home life and is foundational to all our soCial relations. · 

·At another time, when it will more directly bear ·upon the 
passage of the joint resolution extending suffrage to women, I 
shall address the Senate in support of that resolution. 

The VI CE PRESIDENT. The petitions will be referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. GROI'l."'NA. I present petitions numerously signed by citi
zens of North Dakota praying for the passage of Senate joint 
resolution No. 1. 

Mr. President, in my State the prii;-i!ege of uniler nl suffrage 
has not been extended, but I belie•e I may be permitted to say 
that the potential influence of women has been felt in that Stnte 
to a degree or more so than it has in any other State. Ulti
mately this question will be settled by the States. I have con
fidence that the people of my State will, when that question is 
presented to them, settle it with the same courage and patriot
ism that other questions of reform and progress have been 
settled. 

When the question comes up for a vote in the Senate, I will 
give to it the same consideration that I give to other questions. 
I am here as a servant of the people .of my Stat.e. I ask that 
the petitions be referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT . . The petitions will be referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. PresWent. I also present. on behalf of 
my colleague [Mr. McCu:MBER], w:.io is necessarily absent. dne 
to illness in his family, another petition. I ask that the petition 
be referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to the 
Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Presiuent, I shall not detain th~ 
Senate with any extended remarks. 

I will say that on two former occasions the people of my 
State voted upon the question of granting suffrage to women. 
The proposition was defeated both times. but the sentiment in 
its favor has continued to grow steadily with the years. and it 
is now for the third time submitted in the form of a proposal 
to amend our constitution, and will be i;-oted upon at tbe next 
general election. 

I am satisfied that the measure will now carry. I am satis-· 
fied that the demand for it has grown so steadily and spread 
so widely throughout the State that many men upon reflection 
who were formerly opposed to it are now fully convinced that 
the principle of uni•ersal suffrage is right. 

I hni;-e always voted for it. I have never believed that it 
would bring the millennium or work any great revolution, but 
I have always voted for it because I haye felt that, as a prin
ciple of absolute justice, it is unfair to withhold it from intelli
gent women who ask for such a right upon the ground that it is 
a protective one, helpful to them. I shall support it again in my 
State, and I· hai;-e no hesitation in frankly saying that I shall 
Yote for it here. ' 

I present a petition, not a large one, from a number of in
telligent' men and women of my State asking for the adoption 
of the joint resolution. I ask that the petition be referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The petition will be referred to 
the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. PERKINS presented petitions signed by a large number 
of citizens of California, praying for the adoption of an amend
ment to the Constitution granting the right of suffrage to 
women, which were referred to the Committee on Woman 
Suffrage. 

Mr. SUTHERLAl°"D presented petitions of 40 000 members 
of the National American Woman Suffrage Association, of 75 
members of the Socialist Party of Ogden, Utah, and of sundry 
citizens of the State of Utah, praying for the adoption of 
an amendment to the Constitution granting the right of suf
frage to women, which were referred to the Committee on 
Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. BRYAN presented petitions signed by a large number 
of women of the State of Florida, praying for the adoption 
of an amendment to the Constitution granting the right of 
suffrage to women, which were referred to the Committee on 
Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. FLETCHER presented petitions signed by a large num
ber of citizens of the State of Florida, praying for the adoption 
of an amendment to the Constitution of the United States 
granting the right of suffrage to women, which were referred 
to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

l\Ir. OWEN (for Mr. GORE) presented petitions of sundry 
citizens of Oklahoma, praying for the adoption of an amend
ment to the Constitution granting the right of suffrage to 
women, which were referred to the Committee on Woman 
Suffrag~. 

:Mr. SHIVELY presented petitions of sundry citizens of thE" 
State of Indiana, praying for the adoption of an amendrnl'ut to 
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the Constitution granting the right of suffrage to women, which 
were referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. THOMAS (for l\fr. O'GoBMAN) presented petitions signed 
by a large number of citizens of the State of New York, pray
ing for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution girant
lng the right of suffrage to women, which were referred to the 
Committee on Woman Suffrage. · 

.Mr. LODGE (for M.r. RooT)' presented petitions of sundry 
citizens of the State of New York, praying for the adoption Qf 
an amendment to the Constitution granting the right of suffr:igc 
to women, which were referred to the Committee on Woman 
Suffrage. 

l\fr. PAGE presented a petition signed. by Gelson Gardner, 
V. L. Stoddard, and a large number of citizens of the United 
States, praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Con
stitution granting the right of suffrage to women, which was 
referred to the Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

P ETITIONS AND MEM:OBIALS. 

Mr. WARREN presented a petition signed by Daniel A. H ast
ings, Fred Larsen, and John W. Benson, of Cheyenne. Wyo., 
praying that certain members of the Organized Militia of the 
State of Washington and certain sailors of the United States 
Navy who participated in the recent so-called ·riot in the city of 
Seattle be dishonorably discharged from the service, which was 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. POINDEXTER presented a petition of the Chamber of 
Commerce of .Anacortes, Wash., praying that an appropriation 
be made for dredging and improving Edison Slough Skagit 
County, in the State of Washington, which wa.s referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 

M.r. WEEKS presented a paper to accompany the bill ( S. 
2784) gmnting an increase of pension to Sidney Williams, which 
was referred to the Cominittee on Pensions. 

l\Ir. WILLI.Al\IS presented a paper to accompany the bill ( S. 
2810) for the relief of the heirs of Joshua Nicholls, which was 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. SMITH of Maryland presented memorials of sundry citi
zens of Takoma Park, Md., remonstrating against the. enactment 
of legislation compelling the obse1· ance of Sunday as a day of 
rest in the District of Columbia, which were referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

COLVILLE INDIAN RESERVATION, WASH. 

Mr. STONE. From the Committee on Indian .Affairs, I report 
back favorably with an amendment in the nature of a substi
tute the bill (S. 2711) to provide for the acquiring of station 
grounds by the Great Northern Railway Co. in the Colville In
dian Reservation, in the State of Washington, and I submit a 
report (No. 92) thereon. 

Mr. POTh1DEXTER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the l'>ill . 

The VICE PRESIDEl'fr. The Senator from Washington asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill. Le; 
there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Wbole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an amendment to 
strike out all after the enacting clause and insert : 

That there be, and hereby is, granted to the Great Northern Railway 
Co .. a corporation organized under the laws of the State of :Minnesota, 
subject to and upon compliance by the company with all the provi
sions of the act of :llarch 2 189D. entitled "An act to provide for the 
acquiring of right of way by railroad companies through Indian res
ervations, Indian lands, Indian allotments, and for other purposest 
and the aets amendatory thereto of June 21, 1906 (34 Stat. L~ 3301, 
and June 25, 1910 (36 Stat. L., 859), and the regulations issued by the 
Secretary of the Interior thereunder, additional station grounds adjoin
ing the right of way of the said railway company in the Col llle In
dian Reservation, in the State of Washington, adjacent to the village 
of Okanogan, in the county of Okanogan, in the said State, and at the 
said railway company's station known as Chillowist, located in lots 
4 and 6. section 1 township 32 north, range 25 east, Willamette me
ridian, in the Colville Indian Reservation, in the State of Washington, 
to the extent of not to exceed 200 feet in width by a length of 3,000 
feet for each of said station grounds : Provided, That if a.ny of the 
lands to be acquired by the railway compa.By under the provisions of 
thiq act shall have be.en tentatively selected by Indians as a part of 
their allotments they: shall be entitled to receive, upon the approval of 
their allotments, the compensation for damages to sald lands and im
provements thereon paid by the said railway company : Ana provided 
further, That such station grounds are granted subject to the right of 
the United States to cro s the same and the works constructed thereon 
with canals or water conduits of any kind, or- ith roadways, or with 
transmission lines for telcphc>ne, telegraph. or electric power, or with 
any o.>tber public improvements which may now or in the future be b1.iilt 
by or under authority of the United States across such grounds ; and' 
the said company shall build and ma.intain at its own expense all struc
tures that may be required at such crossing, and in accepting this grant 
shall release the United States from all damages which may result 
from the construction and' u e of sueh crossings, canals, conduits, · trans
mission lines, and other impro•ements. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendment was concurred in. · 

The bill was orde1·ed to ~ engrossed fo:r a third readincr . read 
the third time, and passed. "'' 

BILLS INTRODUCJID. 

Bills were introduced, read the fust time, rul(] by unanimous 
consent, the second time, and referred as follows : 

By Mr. POINDEXTER: 
A bill. (8. .2 60) providing a temporary method of conducting 

the nommation and election of United States Senators · to the 
Cominittee on Privileges and Elections. ' 

A bill (S. 2861) authorizing mineraJ entries on lands of the 
Spokane Indian Re ervation,. State of Washington, classified 
and . reserved as timberlands; to the Committee on Indian 
Aft' airs. 

A bill (S. 2862) fo1· the condemnation of land in the interior 
of dsqua.re No. 15D. District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
an 

A bill (S. 2863) providing for the election of a Delegate to 
the House of Representatives from the District of Columbia 
and fo1: other purposes ; _to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. S.~UTH of 1\Iichiga.n : 
A bill (S. 2864) granting an honorable discharge to William 

G. Lang; 
A bill ( S. 2865) to remove the charge of desertion from the 

record of David Houk; and 
A bill ~S. 2866) to correct the military record of William ·G. 

Lang (with accompanying paper); to the Committee on Mill~ 
tary .Affairs. 

A bill ( S. 2867) granting a pension to- Martin Malone · to the 
Committee on Pensions. ' 

By Mr. McLEAN: 
A bill (S. 2868) grantin"' an increase of pension to Lucy ·P. 

Whe~er (wit)l accompanying paper); to the Committee on 
, Pensions. 

By Mr. LODGE: 
A bill ( S. 2 6V) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E 

· Arnold (with accompanying paper); to the Committee o~ 
Pensions. 

. ELIZABETH T. BtJTLER. 

Afr. KERN subinitted the following resolution (S. Res.. 145) 
which was read and referred to tbe Committee to Audit ·and 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resol-r;ed, That_ tbe Secretu.ry of the Senate be, and he is hereb~, 
authorized and directed to pay, out of the contin<>ent fund of the Sen
ate, to Elizabeth T. Butler, widow of Maj. George Butler late a mem
ber of the Capitol police of the United States Senate a 'sum equal to 
si.x months' ~alary at the· rate he was receiving by law at the time of 
his death. srud sum to be wnsldered as including funeral expenses and 
all other allowances. 

ROCK CBEEK BRIDGE. 

:Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent to submit n 
resolution that will not result in any debate and for which I 
ask present consideration. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I shall not make any objection to the reso
lution, but after this I shall ask for the regular order. 

l\fr. GALLINGER. That is right. 
The resolution (S. Res. 144) submitted by Mr_ GAI.Lr.fGER 

was r ead, considered by unanimous consent,. and agreed to, as 
follows: 

Resolved, That the Commlssloners of the District of Columbia are 
hereby directed to communicate to the Senate at the earliest practlcable 
day all information concerning the construction of a bridge acros Rock 
Creek at Q Sh·eet NW., for which an appropriatlon was made in the 
aet approved March 2, 1911, which appropriation proved to be inade
quate under the plan that was submitted for bids stating whether or 
not it is desirable to have a new plan made upon which fre h bids shall 
be invited, or wbetll.er it is feasible, without destroying the symmetry 
and beauty o.f the structure, to modify the existing pl.a.n o a.s to brin"' 
it within the ap{U'opriation. " 

THE TA.RIFF. 

Mr. SIM.MONS. I ask for the regular order. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. THOMAS in the chair)'. 

The Senator from North Carolina demands the regular orde~ 
and it will be proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (II. R. 3321) to reduce tariff duties and 
to provide revenue fo:r the Government, and for other :purposes. · 

'l'he PRESID!J.~G OFFICER. The pending ques. ion is on the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire [M:r. GAL
LINGER], which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 29, line 1, strike out "25" and in
sert " 35," and in. line 2, strike out "3 " and _insert " 6," so as to 
make the paragraph read: 

101. Freeston , granite, sandstone, limestone, lava and all other 
stone suitable for use as monumental or buildinJ? stone, except marble, 
breccia, and onyx, not specially provided for rn this section, hewn, 
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dre sed. or polished. or otbeL·wise manufactured .. 35 per cent ad valore~; 
unmanufactured, or not dressed, hewn, or polu3hed, 6 cents per cubic 
foot. 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from Louisiana [Ur. THORN
TON] gave notice that lie would address the Senate this morning. 

l\fr. THORI\"TON. l\1r. President, I desire to preface the 
remarks that I am now about to make. on the .tariff bill by the 
statement that the preparation of those remarks was, so fur 
as my part of it was concerned, completed last Monday before 
the session of the Senate of that day. I make this statement 
because those who heard or may have read the address of the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WA.RHEN] on that l\Ionday after
noon and who now hear or may hereafter read my own ad
dress may notice that there is a striking similarity. of thou~ht 
and expression in those two addt·esses on a certam question 
discussed by each of us. 

I wish to preface my remarks by the further statement that 
I request my brother Senators ti.mt I be not interrupted dur
ing the presentation of my argument for any cause whatever, 
as I should like to ha>e ·my address appear in connected form. 
In making this statement I am asking no more of others than 
I haxe always done for others, for during my term of serYice 
here I ba\e only twice interrupted Senators in debate, and then 
each time because I knew thev would like to be interrupted by 
rue, and in each case they ha;.e afterwards thanked me. for it. 
In my opinion the liberty of interruption in debate in this body 
is very greatly abused. 

l\Ir. President, it is well known that I notified the Senate 
Democratic caucus that I could not >ote for the Underwood 

·tariff bill while it contained the free-sugar pro>ision placed in 
it by the House and retained by the Senate Finance Committee 
ancl a pproved by the caucus and presented to the Senate as a 
Democratic Party mea ·ure. 

It is also known to my brother Democrats that I expressly 
reserYed in the caucus the right to offer amendments in the 
Sena te or vote for amendments offered there by others, having 
refere~ce more particularly to agricultural products, while ex
pressly stating at tlle same time that if such amendments were 
voted down I would subordinate my judgment in such matters 
to th.e party judgment, as nothing but the sugar prol"ision of the 
bill would, in my opinion, justify me in refusing to vote for it 
a s a whole, not only on account of party ties, but because I am 
in accord with by far the greater part of its proYisions. 

l\Iy reasons for refusing to >ote for it without amendment of 
the sugar clause were given to my brother Democrats in the 
caucus and fully un<lerstood by them, but in justice to myself 
I wish these reasons to be known to the Senate as a body and 
to the country at large. 

I hold, in the first place, that in my position as a Senator of 
the State of Louisiana my primary allegiance is due to that 
State and that I would not be justified in allowing my action to 
be controlled by the party caucus on any matter that concerned 
the \ital interest of Louisiana when such acquiescence would 
have the effect of having me -rote ad>ersely to that \ital interest. 

These are the views I hold with reference to my duty to my 
State and to my party respectively, and by them I must abide 
as long as I have the honor of holding in this body the commis
sion of the State of Louisiana. 

I criticize no Senator for holding a different view as to his 
own duty, or e\en for thinking that I hold an erroneous view as 
to my own, but if any such there be, I ask them to remember 
that it is to my own State I am responsible and that I, not 
they, must bear the burden of that responsibility and the judg
ment that will be meted out to me by the people of Louisiana 
for my official actions here as their representative. 

I bold, in the second place, that the promises I made to my 
people on any given question before they so highly honored me 
by selecting me for this position are binding on me in conscience 
and in honor when that question comes before me here for con
sideration. 

I hold, in the third place, that when the people of my State 
bal"e signified in an unmistakable manner their wishes on any 
public matter coming up for action before the body to which 
they have accredited me it is my bounden duty to carry out 
their wishes, so fa r as I can, and that inespective of my own. 

Haying submitted these three propositions embodying my 
vie\\s as to the general principles which should govern my 
official action as a Senator of the State of Louisiana, I will now 
attempt to show their application to the special case under con
sideration. 

It is hardly necessary to attempt to prove that, under my 
view of my duty to Louisiana, as defined by me under the first 
proposition, I am justified in opposing by all ·honorable means 
in my power the enactment of this bill, for I think there is no 

contention- against the conclusion that the sugar clause of it 
affects the vital interest of my State most unfarnrably. 

It has been admitted on the floor of the House of Repre
sentatives both by Mr. HARDWICK, chairman of the Subcommittee 
on Ways and l\Ieans that took the first testimony on the snbject, 
and by l\Ir. UNDERWOOD, the chairman of the full committee 
that took the last, that free sugar would destny the Louisinna 
sugar industry, though both feel justified in their course on 
sugar because they think the general welfare will be subsened 
by it. 

It was in recognition of this fact that President Wilson re
quested and obtained the three years of grace that have been 
accorded us, in order that those in Louisiana who haxe been and 
are still dependent on the cultivation of cane as their means of 
li\elihoo~l . might have this time in which to try to make arrange
ments for their livelihood in other ways. 

I appreciate this consideration on the part ·of the President 
and thank him for it in the name of the people of Louisiana 
principally interested, el"en while deeply regretting that he con
sidered it his duty . to in sist on ultimate free sugar, that being 
legislation which in their opinion, and in my own, is neither 
sanctioned by the principles of necessity nor the general \\el-
fare nor justice. . 

On the second proposition, the proper regard for pledges made 
to my constituents, I wish to say that just previous to my elec
tion by the General Assembly of Louisiana in the beginning of 
December, 1910, that body passed a resolution inviting all 
candidates for the Senatorsbip to appear before it and giYe an 
expression of their views on national questions, with spednl 
reference to the tariff question, and the four· candidates for the 
office appeared before the legislature and gave an expression 
of their views, and I now make the following quotation from my 
address, which was published in the Louisiana papers immedi
ately afterwards: 

The statement published in a New Orleans paper that on last Thurs
day night, at a conference of my friends, I had recanted my statement 
of Wednesday and said I would yield in my tariff' views on sugar, rice, 
and lumber, if necessary, to be in line with the action of a Democratic 
caucus, is false. Those gentlemen from every part of the State who 
attended that large conference know how false is the statement that 
I bad recanted. They know that my answer to the question as to 
whether I was a Democrat and would abide by the action of a Demo· 
cratic caucus ou these matters was, that while I was a Democrat, l 
would never abide by the action of any caucus that might force me to 
strike a blow at any of the great indus tries of my State. This has 
been my unwavering position from the beginning. 

I do not feel that this is or ought to be made a test of fealty to 
the National Democratic Party. I hope and I believe that I will 
never be placed in the position where my duty to my national party 
will come in conflict with my duty to my people. But, if ever the 
time does come, those who have placed their faith in my plighted word 
will find t hat their faith was not misplaced. 

If my mother is to be stabbed, some other ha.nd than mine must be 
found to wield the knife. 

I will now quote an extract from my speech of acceptance 
after my election, which was also at once published in the 
Louisiana papers : 

But tariff duties must be levied. .Agriculture is the great basic 
foundation of the prosperity of Louisiana, and it will continue to be so. 
Because the agriculturists of the United States generally raise more 
than our own people consume we are exporters of such products, and 
thus they do not receive the benefit of a protective tariff, while bearing 
so many of its unjust burdens. So, if a tariff can be levied that will 
help, or protect. if you please, those who follow agriculture as a liveli
hood, I thin.i;: it should be done. In Louisiana at least two of our 
great soil productions can be helped or protected by a tariff duty; those 
two are sugar and i·ice. 

And so I can certainly justify myself in doing what I can in the Con
gress of the United States to help these great agricultural products of 
Louisiana. This accords with my sense of right to those producers . 
with my sense of duty to my State, and with my individual sentiments 
as well, for I am descended from a long line of agriculturis ts, am a son 
of the soil, and racy of it. 

I do not see why party fealty should prevent me from standing by 
these great industries of Louisiana, but, as I have said, if it does, 
national fealty must yield to State fealty, as it did in the time of the 
Civil War. 

These were some of the words spoken by me to the members 
of the General Assembly of Louisiana. including three n-ho 
honored i:pe by their \Otes then who have since been themselle 
honored by being elected to the Congress of the United States. 
and who further honored me by coming from their Chamber 
to-day to listen to these remarks. 

It will be noted that in my preelection address I uncquirn
cally declared that I would not only stand for u duty on sn;;n r. 
but would not abide by the action of any Democratic caucus 
that sought to restrain me on this question. 

It will be further noted that in my postelection address I 
r eiterated this stat ement, thus doubly binding myself. 

It seems to me that every member of this body shonld reudily 
recognize the fact that uuder these circumstances I can not Yote 
for the passage of the present bill while it carri es the free· 
sugar· provision without personal dishonor and the attendant 
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loss of my own self-respect, as well as the respect of the people 
of my State and of my brothe1· Senators, all of whom now 
understand my situation. 

On the third proposition, the voice of the people of Louisiana 
expressing their views on the subject, I will say that in the 
first days of June, 1912, a convention of the Democratic Party 
of the State of Louisiana, composed of delegates from every 
part of the State, met in its capital city of Baton Rouge to 
select delegates to the approaching National Democratic con
vention at Baltimore and to adopt a platform setting forth the 
principles of the State Democracy of Louisiana. 

That convention overwhelmingly refused to adopt a minority 
report of the committee on resolutions, signed by one member 
thereof, declaring for a " tariff for revenue only " and over-

/ 

whelmingly adopted the following resolution: 
We are in favor of a revlsion of the tarlif ·which W'lll meet the 

revenue requirements of the National Treasury 11.nd will abate the pro
tective system with the least possible abatement of our business fabric. 

We hold that the tarur is a tax paid by the consumer, but 1n re
ducing it to a purely revenue basis we would not sanction th~ in
justice of crudely remodeling the tariff schedules in such a way as to 
force any one industry, previously dependent on the taritf, to sell in a 
free-trade market and buy in a protected one; nor would we ci;intem
plate the turning of the American market over to manipulation of 
foreign tariffs and export bounties, where the results would be the 
wiping out of an American industry by a temporary lowering of 

. prices and a subsequent ralsing of prices under foreign control for 
foreign 6lr1chment. 

We espouse these princlples not solely beeause they W<JUld forbid the 
heavy and c1·uel blow proposed against Louisiana, but because they are 
applicable to any industry in any State and be<!ause they are the 
necessary guides to all just men striving for a tari.ff reform which will 
destroy evils for the consumer without creating them for the producer. 

It is evident that this platform resolution of the Democratic 
Party of Louisiana is an unmistakable expression of hostility 
to the free-sugar provision of the present tariff bill, the resolu
tion specially referring to the free-sugar bill that had passed 
the House and was then pending in the Senate. 

.And so I feel that under each and all of the three propositi-0ns 
laid down by me in the beginning as a guide for my action in 
this matter I am forbidden to vote for this ta.riff measure unless 
amended by striking out the provision removing all duties from 
sugar at the end of three years. 

Aside from these special reasons which would prevent me as 
a repre entative of the State of Louisiana from favoring this 
new-fangled Democratic doctrine of free sugar, I can say with 
perfect sincerity that I would feel most hostile to the abolition 
of the sugar duty, not only because of my well-known and often
expressed views in favor of legislation that would advance the 
agricultural interests of any part of my country, but because 
of the tariff policy of the Democratic Party, with which I have 
been identified since I was old emmgh to cast my first vote. 

To me it seems almost incredible that the great political party 
which has always stood so steadfastly for the doctrine of a 
revenue tariff should now appear willing to abandon its settled 
and unassailable doctrine on the question of a duty on sugar. 

The saying that sugar is an ideal article for a revenue tax is 
trite and has never been disputed, and no Democrat, not even 
a free-sugar Democrat, can be found hardy enough to deny it, 
even at this time. 

This is due to the admitted facts of the case, viz, the univer
sal consumption of the article, the consequent fairness of the 
distribution of the tax among all classes of the people, the ease 
and certainty of its collection by the Government, and the fact 
that three-fourths of the duty goes into the Government Treas
ury for the benefit of all the people, while only one-fourth inures 
to the protection of the sugar producer. 

For these reasons sugar has always been held in the past by 
the Democratic Party to be a subject most eminently fitted for 
the imposition of a revenue tax, and it is just as much fitted 
for it in the present and for the future as it has been in the past. 

I have briefly condensed above the reasons why the Demo
cratic Party has in the past so steadfastly upheld the justice of a 
tax on sugar, but they .are given far better in the language of 
the minority members of the Finance Committee in their report 
submitted to the Senate on July 27, 1912, on the Underwood 
free-sugar bill, which had passed the House. the said minority 
report advocating a reduction of 33! per cent from the existing 
rate in the Payne-Aldrich bill and abolishing the refiners' differ
ential and Dutch standard, while the Republican majority report 
advocated the retention of the present duty, and also abolished 
the refiners' differential and Dutch standard, which operates 
solely in the interest of the cane-sugar refiners, giving neither 
protection to the producers nor revenue to the Government. 

I quote herewith such part of the minority report as is 
applicable to the point: 

The tariff on sugar is peculiarly a revenue tariff. Very much the 
major part of the tax levied upon the consumer of sugars and sweets 
goes actually Into the United States Treasury for the use and behoof 
and benefit of the American people. A minor part of the tax goes into 

the pockets of the producers. Upon numberless nrticles fn the Pnyne
Aldrich tariil' bill the dutles are either prohibitive or very nearly pro
hibitive, or highly exploitive, and in all these cases very much the 
major part of the tax levied upon the consumer goes into the pockets of 
the American producers. a special and favored class, nnd very scantily 
and sometimes not at all reaches the Treasury. In the next place, the 
majority of the tariff schedules which have been adopted by the Hou e 
and sent over to the Senate durini? this Congress make a reduction of 
about one-third. In the face of its recOI'd in connection with other 
bills, the House reduced the duties upon sugars and the products of cane 
and sugar beets 100 per cent; in other words, entirely canceled the 
existing duties. It seemed to us that this was not in keeping with the 
promises of Democratic platforms to reduce present protective duties 
"gradually" toward and finally to a revenue basis. We have seen no 
rea.son why sugar should have been excepted from the general policy 
advocated by the Democratic Party and believed by us to be right. 

Again, in levying an import duty upon sugar for revenue purposes, 
we are imitating the time-honored and time-justi1ied precedents. 

This report was signed by such stalwart tariffcfor-revenue 
Democrats as Joseph W. Bailey, F. M. Snn.roNs, W. J. STONE., 
JoHN SHARP WILLIA rn, JOHN W. KERN, and CHARLES F. JoHN
soN, all of whom, with the exception of the first named, are still 
members of the Senate. 

In this report they enunciated the s0undest Democratic doc
trine and imitated, as they correctly said, •j the time-honored 
and time-justified precedents" of the Democmtie Party. 

No Dfilllocrat in this body dreamed of denying the absolute 
correctness of this statement considered as an exposition of 
Democratic doctrine. 

It wns true then, and it is as true now as it was then. 
If it is not correct Democratic doctrine, I wish some Demo

cratic Senator to rise in his seat after I have coneluded, or as 
later thereafter as he sees fit, and show wherein it is incorrect. 

These w-0rds were qaoted by my colleague from Louisiann in · 
his great and unanswerable argument on this question addre ed 
to the Senate on June 2 last. but I choose to repe!lt them in 
this address, for they can not be repeated too often in these 
times of dangerous Democratic departure from Democratic doc
trine, and they should be burned into the bra.ins and hearts and 
consciences of Democratic Senators. 

Small wonder is it that in the debate on the sugar bill on 
that same· 27th of July', 1912, the senior Senator from Mis is
sippi [Mr. WILLIAMS], than whom no member of this body is 
better posted on the history of the Democratic Party, including 
necessarily its tariff policy, should have aid: 

There ls not the sli~htes~t anticipation in the mind of any intelligent 
man that it will be ptaeea on the free list, not even if a. Democratic 
Senate and a Democratic House and a Democratic President come into 
power. 

His thorough knowledge of Democratic principles in regard to 
·the tariff fully justified the Senator from Mississippi in making 
this statement, but we now see verified the truth of the saying: 
" It is the unexpected that happens." 

I am not false to the principles of the Democratic Party in 
refu ing to follow it along the sh·ange and devious pathway it is 
now pursuing ·with · regard to the ta.riff on sugar. 

I am true to those principles, and it is the Democrati<' Party 
itself that is seeking to depart from them. 

I am no traitor to the Democratic Party because loyalty to my 
State forbids me to vote for this bill in its present form. 

Not since the time I cast my firat vote in 1868 for the National 
Democratic Party have I ever faltered in my allegiance to its 
nominees. 

More than once in the dark days of Louisiana politics, days 
that have happily passed forever, I have taken my life in my 
hands at the polls in the effort to aid their election, and twice 
during that stormy time I was arrested by United States mar
shals and carried to the city of New Orleans, 250 miles from my 
home, charged with alleged violations of the Civil Rights Bill. 
though my experience in these matters was the experience Qf 
hundreds of other Democrats in my State and probably in her 
sister Southern States. 

Not in all that time have I failed to vote in any election, nnd 
never have I scratched a Democratic ticket-national', congres
sional, State, district, parochial, or municipal. 

There have been times when my judgment wa.s strongly 
opposed to eertain policies · of the National Democratic Party, 
notably in 1896 on the free-silver question. 

But while to the knowledge of all in my community I was a 
Gold Dem-0crat, it never entered into my mind to think of leav- 1 

ing the regular Dem-0cratic Party to train with those Democrats 
who followed an-0ther standard, although its followers embraced 
many of the ablest and best men of my State. 

On the contl'ary, I presided over the parish ratification meet
ing held in my city and told them there was only one National 
Democratic Party in the country and its nominees were Bryan 
and Sewall and not Palmer and Buckner. -

And I did my best to steady my· people against the tide of 
opposition that was running hlgh among the business interest.I 
of my State, and when the election came, against the remon· 
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strance of my family and friends, I rose from a bed of severe 
illness of nrnny dnys' duration and was driven to the polls in 
order to deposit my ballot, accompanied by my family p.bysician. 
with his hand on my pulse and assisting my tottering steps, 
in the discharge of what I considered a: political duty,_ and hop
ing to set a good example to others. 

And since I ha\e been a l\Iemtter of this body I have attended 
e\ery Democratic cn.ucus held and have ne\er failed: to •ote in 
every respect in Accordance with the expressed wish of. tho. e 
cancu es, except in the solitary ins:tance of the s1:gar tanff bill 
of last year, when I refused to vote for a. reduction, of 33~ peT 
cent, under which the sugar industry of my State could not 
survive. 

I have the right to say that in so far as. concerns the perform
::mce of duty to my party at all times in the past my conscience 
is mid of offense. 

And the peol)le of Lonisillna have at all times retained their 
aTiegiance to the National D 0 mocratic Party in spite of the fact 
that the- economic nolicies of that party were not as favorable to 
the de-velopment oi their great material resources and industries 
as were the economic policies of the- Republican Party. 

Yet I ham no hesitation in saying that the National De-xno
cratic Party owes more to the State of Louisiana than the State 
of Louisiana owes to the National Democratic Party. 

Louisiana receiYed no aid from the National Democratic Party 
when she O\erthrew carpetbag and negro rule and est..'lblished 
the right of the intelligence and virtue of the State to control it 
instead of its ignorance and corruption. 

Through the courage and determination of her white peo!)"le 
she established white supremacy in the faee of national Repub
lican domination and with Federal bayonets at the polls, sta
tioned there in the attempt to coerce her people~ and ~he 
maintained it under successive national Republican ad:minis
tr:ttions, and she will maintain it forever, no matter what party 
may be in power at Washington. 

Happily for Louisiana and for the country at large, the timi~ 
bas long passed when the Republican Party had either the 
ability or the inclination to coerce the States of . the South. and 
the time will never come again in the history of this country. 

The great majority of the pre ent generation in Loui inna 
ha.~e grown up since the dark days of reconstruction and know 
nothing of it save by tradition. 

And the only difference they have seen in the State, arisln;; 
from chan"es of nnti~:mal admini trations, is the difference of a 
few Federal officeholders. 

They have seen the hand of the General O<Jnrnment under 
Republican administrations always stretched out to afford them 
Telief in their times of distress_ due to pe tilence and flood . 
and they know that the National Democratic Party, if it had 
been in power, could have done no more for them in this 
regard. 

They know nothing of what their fathers endured in the 10 
yearg that followed the Cinl War, and their thoughts are of 
the present material conditions of their State and not uf the 
animosities of the past. 

But we, the fathers, remember and we have constantly 
striven to steady the impulses of the sons in favor of the 
National Democratic Party and keep them true to the faith. 

And now they are to be slain by the party in which they haV"e 
placed their trust and for which the peop!e- of Louisiana have 
given of their time, labor, money, :rnd even their blood in the 
~arlier days, and of their time, labor. and money in the later 
clays to establish in power; and when the fair form of Louisiana 
has been pierced by this poisoned shaft. like the stricken eagle 
of whlch the poet tells, sbe can -view in her body, while writhing 
in agony, the fatal arrow tipped with a feather from her own 
wing. 

It is hard; very, very hard. 
But the Democratic House has decreed free sugar and the 

Democratic Finance Committee and Democratic Senate caucus 
ha>e ratified the action of the House, and the blow will pro-b
ably fall on Louisiana, unless the consciences of some Senators 
are quickened sufficiently to make them stay their hand before 
the final act of the tragedy is concluded. 

Some alleviation of the blow is given in consequence of the 
three years of grace granted at the instance of President Wil
son, and in allowing the present duty to remain until March, 
1014, a concession urgently requesteu by both the eastern cnne
sugar refiners and the Louisiana cane-sugar and western beet
sugar producers; and for this much we are thankful 

In this connection I wish in behalf of the people of Louisi.ana 
to thank the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIA.MsJ 
for having vainly tried in both the majority subcommittee and 
full committee to keep a duty on sugar, and while we regret 
that he would not vote for the retention of the duty in the Demo-

cratlc Senate cancu~ we apprechrte, his having done as much 
tor us: a he did, he being the only Senator, so- far as. I am 
advised.. wl«J, so voted in either the sub or fun committee. 

And I wish to give- in tire name- of the State of Louisiana 
special thanks. to my honored and respected friend, the seniOT 
Senator from outh Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], who was the 
only southern Senator, and, indeed, the only s~nator from any 
State not interested in tlie sugar industry, who roted to the la t 
in the caucus- against free sugar and only yielded to its dictate 
when furtl1er resistance to its evident will was tma \ailing, be 
being moTed in hhi action not only by sympathy for his fellow 
Democrats of I~ouisiana ,. bnt by his knowledge that this step
wus not only a departure from the trne principles of the Demo
cratic Party but was in his judgment a grave economic en·or 
as well. 

T i h to as ure him now that bile he hag long c<Jmmanded 
in the past the respect of my people on acconnt of the great 
force as well as the sterling integrity of his char::rcte-r, in the 
future that respect will be combined with gratitude and affec
tion. 

No attempt has oeen mad'e nnd none probably will be made on 
this floor to show thut this act of the Democratic Party is not 
a most radical dep::urture from its "time-honored and time
justified precedents." · 

The reports of both the Roase and Senate majority commit
tees on the reasons for- thfs change are singu!arly menger, the 
first body contenting itself with saying: 

' 'l'be action of tbe committee with regard to sugar shows an appTe· 
ciation of the commercial conditions invofved and the- committee's 
des.ire to respond to tbe puJJlk demwds for free sugar, 

while the latter gave- no rea ons a:t alt 
Coosiderfng that they were all Democrats it is not surprising 

that they preferred to give us little discussion as possible to 
the subject. 

An effort l'tas been made, however, on this floor, to prove that 
the Baltrmore platform of the Democrntic Party calls for free 
sugar, and to justify this legislation on .that ground. This is a 
very far-fetched conclusion, but ome justification must be 
sought for this sudden departure from " the time-honored and 
time-justified precedents" of the Democratic Party, and this is 
a case of " any port in a storm." 

I not only deny that the Democlntic platform calls, ev-en t)y 
inff:rence, for free sugar, but claim that, on the contrary, its. 
spirit, if not its letter, clearly forbid such JegislHtion, though I 
admit that under its letter, though not its spirit, a material 
reduction of the duty on sngnr is justifiable. 

The statement therein that "rnateria.l reductions be speedily 
made upon the necesS!lries of life" would in its letter apply to 
the duty on sugar, as mning- it to be a necessary of life and 
admitting it to be such for the pm·pose of arrnment; but we 
mu.st consider that the spirit of these WO'rds was intended to 
apply to sucll nece ~arjes of life as have greatly advanced in 
price dm·ing the Jast IO years, and therefore are conducive to 
the present high cost of lfring; but this can not apply to sugar. 
because it is the one neces.ary of life that has steadily lowered 
in price during that time while a.11 others have increased. 

But nt the utmost it could not be claimed that this clause 
provided for more. than a mateTial :r;eduction in the duty on 
sugar. 

The positive inhibition against free sugar is found in the 
clause : 

We recru,mize that our system of tariff taxation is intimately con· 
nected wftb the business of Pm country, and we favor the ultimate 
attninment of the principles we advocate by legi3latlon tbat will not 
injure or- destroy legitimate industry. 

If the Louisiana cane and Western beet-sugar indu try of 
this country that has been built up under "our system of tariff 
taxation," an9, which represents over $100,000,000 of capital 
invested in factories alone, to say nothing of land, teams, and 
implements. and which in cultfratlon and harvesting alone gives 
employment to more than 200,000 laborers, and directly or 
indirectly contributes to the support of 2,000 000 people of the 
United States, is- not a legitimate industry, I should like to know 
what is. . 

My colleague, in his address already referred to, bas pointed 
out the immense importance of the industry in those depend
encies af the United States-Porto Rico, Hawaii. and the Philip
pines, the representati\es of the- first two named insisting that 
their prosperity is entirely dependent on the production of sugar 
and that the abo-lition of the duty thereon would bankrupt them 
through the con equent destruction of the industry, while the 
rep1·esentntives of the last named insist that they can not con
tinue the industry, which is a larg"0 and growing one with 
them, without the aid of a duty; and I shall not dwell further 
on that phase of the question. 
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I . repeat that the Democratic platform never demanded ex
pressJy or inferentially the total abolition of the duty on sugar. 

The platform committee of the Baltimore convention was 
composed of a · representative from each State. and that com
mittee appointed from its ranks a subcommittee of 11 to draft. 
the platform for submission to the full committee, which in· 
turn submitted it to the convention for ratification. . 

That subcommittee consisted, among others. of Senators KERN, 
O'GORMAN, \V A.LSH. MARTIN of Virginia, POMERENE, and CLARKE 
of Arkansas, all of whom are still Members of this body. · 

It is fairly safe to assume that these gentlemen knew what 
they meant by the language they used and certainly safe to 
assume that they understood what they meant better than do 
those who were not members of the committee and had nothing 
to do with framing the resolutions. · 

If any of these Senators considered at the time they framed 
this platform that it demanded the total abolition of the duty 
on sugar. I would like to have them say so at the conclusion of 
my remarks or at any time thereafter that may suit their 
convenience. 

I apppl:'ehend that none of them wiU so state, believing that 
the most liberal construction of the language by any of them 
would be that it left the matter open for the future considera
tion of the Democratic Party. 

We know from what has previously been said on this 1loor 
that the Senator from Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS], who acted as 
a member of the full committee. considered that the language 
committed the party against free sugar, and he preached that 
interpretation of it throughout the campaign. 

We know that the Senator from Montana [Mr. WAL!SB], who 
was a member of the subcommittee, held and proclaimed the 
same view in his campaign, and, as was very properly stated 
on this floor by the Senator from l\1ississsippi [l\Ir. WILLIA.MS] on 
the 15th of May last : "There sits before me the Sepator from 
Montana [Mr. W A.LSH], who made several campaigns in the 
,West in the bravest possible manner for the Democratic Party, 
and he was faced by his opponent in one of those campaigns, 
who said: · 'If the Demoerats came into power they would put 
sugar upon the free list.' The Senator. denied it, and he bad 
every right to deny it." 

Through the address of my colleague on May 15 last, pre
viously referred to, we ba""re the statement of Congressman 
B&oussA.RD of Louisiana, who will succeed me in this body in 
1915, and who was himself a member of that subcommittee of 
11 selected to draft the platform. 

Mr. BROUSSARD, who was particularly interested in the forma· 
tion of a platform that would not indicate a spirit of hostility 
to the great sugar industry of his State, and who · I feel morally 
sure was placed on that subcommittee because of the fact that 
be represented the greatest sugar-producing district of Louis
iana (though I have DO" warrant from hi"m to make this state
ment), and who had exceptional opportunities for knowing the 
mind of the committee on that question, not only most emphatic
ally denied in that statement that the language of the platform 
was intended to convey tlle idea that the Democratic Party 
advocated free sugar, but asserts positively that, on the con
trary, the committee refused to consider the telegrams with 
which it was being bombarded at the time by Frank C. Lowry, 
agent and representative of the Federal Suo-ar Refining Co., 
asking the committee to include in the platform a plank for 
free sugar. · 

Mr. BRoussA.RD says further that the ardent plea of the Sen
ator from Kenturky [Mr. JaMES] for free sugar _ made before 
the drafting of the platform met with no response from either 
the subcommittee that drafted the : latform or from the full 
committee. 

It is absoluteJy certain that l\Ir. BROUSSARD was convinced of 
the truth of this statement. 

He was n Wilson delegate at the Baltimore convention, and 
was very largely instrumental in influencing the Democratic 
Party of Louisiana to seJect a .number of Wi1son delegates. 

He returned to Louisiana and assured the people of that State 
that in the e\ent of the election of Gov. Wilson through the 
success of the Democratic Party the great sugar industry of 
Louisiana would neither be destroyed nor materialJy injured, 
and dwelt on the platform declaration of the Baltimore con
yention as an evidence of the correctness of his statement. 

Col Robert Ewing. national committeeman from Louis
iana, like l\lr. BnoussABD, a strong Wilson man, and, like him, 
powerfully instrumental in securing the selection of ' Vil!;ion 
delegates and who went to the coD"vention as a Wilson dele
gate himself, and who had great opportunities of knowing what 
might be called "the secret history" of the Baltimore con
Tention. was also fully satisfied Ulat under the pl_:i.tform of the 
party the sugar industry of his State would be safe and he, 
too, preached that doctril;le to her people, never bel.ieving that 

anything more than a reduction of the present duty would be 
possible under a Democratic administration. 

Some of the largest sugar planters of Louisiann went to the 
Baltimore convention as Wilson delegates and they returned 
hqme entirely satisfied that their industry was safe. 

The press of Louisiana, that discussed the situation, fully 
agreed with this view and throughout the Jength and breadth of 
the State not a single newspaper expres ed a contrary view. 

The people of Louisiana relied on the representations of their 
delegates to the Baltimore convention and on the statements ot 
the press and on the assu.rance given them by the language of 
the platform. · 

The speech of acceptance of the Democratic nominee further 
fortified their minds on this question and no public word that 
fell from his lips during the campaign was calculated to re
move the impression they had received. 

In this connection ·1 wish to say that I feel morally sure the 
presidential nominee of the Democratic Party did not expect at 
the time of his nomination or during his campaign to become an 
adrncate of free sugar. I feel morally sure that bis determi
nation on this point was reached at some period aftet bis 
election. 

I haye no warrant from him or anyone speaking for him 
for this concJusion of mine, but I must belieYe it to be a correct 
conclusion unless he states it is an erroneous one. 

I know of no clearer exposition of this que tion, considered 
with reference to the meaning of the Democratic platform in 
relation to sugar and the position of the people of Louisiana on 
the sugar question than thnt given by Col. Robert Ewing. na
tionaJ committeeman from Louisiana, heretofore alluded to. in 
an editorial written by him in one of his newspapers, the ~ew 
OrJeans Daily States. on 24th March last and which is repro
duced in its entirety below: 

SUGAR AND THE PARTY PT,ATFOR~I. 

Our excellent contemporary. the Mobile Registe1·, ridicules the 
Picayune's suggestion that a "free-sugar" bill in the House in"olves 
any conspiracy against the sugar industry. 

"It Is well to remember," says the Register, "that the party plat
form was written plainly and put before tbe people, and the people 
knew what they were doing when they elected the party to full control 
of the Government." 

That is quite true, but our l\Iobile contemporary will find no~hin~ in 
the platfo1·m or the speeches of the Democratic nominee that either 
imposes on the party an obligation to put su1.rnr on the free list 01· 
would justify it in action certain to be destructive to the industry. 

The inne1· history of the Baltimore convention bas neve1· been w1·it
ten; but the official records show that. altboogh Senator JAME. , the 
permanent chairman, declared for free sugar, the convention in its 
platform eliminated sugar. by name and put therein no language which 
even by implication could be construed into a pledge or promise to 
sh·ike it from the dutiable list. . 

What the convention said in substance at Denver was that all in
dustries should stand on the' same relative level and that no reduction 
~g1~1dltb~e~~?.~~~a:hiifl1Jgcfi~~~~yze or destroy any industry. At llalti· 

President . Wilson in his speeches followed literally the language and 
the spirit of the platform. He declared unequivocally for n revision 
downwru·ff of the tariff duties. But nowhere did be assert a duty ought 
to be removed or so radically cut as to carry with it extinction of any 
industl'y. 

Louisiana is making no demand for a violation of the party pledges. 
It is not seeking to stand in the way of a vindication of party pl edges. 
It could not afford to do so without invitini: inevltnble disaRte1·. · It 
is only askiDI!' that its industry shall not be singled out, discriminated 
against and destroyed, when that industry produces an article which 
the Democratic Party from Its birth has considered an ideal article on 
which to levy tribute to meet the expenses of the Government, and when 
In the latest expression of the party and its candidate we find the solemn 
pledge that revision shall be gradual and fair, so as not to bring about 
commercial, industrial, or financial cataclysms. 

Louisiana opposition to f1·ee sugar involves no sacrifice or surrender 
of Democratic pt"inciple. It is in perfect harmony with party tradition 
and contemporaneous party expression. 

Louisiana does not expect to see sugar picked out for special favor by 
the retention of the duty now imposed on the foreign product. It 
expects to see sugar cut. But it ls appealing for fair play, for equal 
treatment with the industries of other States, for a lowering of the rate 
that will still leave the planter a margin of profit, at least until there 
is opportunity for a readjustment of agricultural conditions. 

Our Mobile contemporary is not within the record when it suggests, 
lnferentlnlly, that free sugar Is a party pledge. The " party platform 
was written plainly." Louisiana is perfectly willing to abide the result 
i! the platform is carried out in its Jetter and spirit. 

I quote an exh·act from another editorial in the same paper 
headed "Louisiana and the Tariff" appearing in its issue of 
Jane 2, 1913: 

LOUISIANA AND THEJ TARIFF. 

What Louisiana Democrats ask, therefore, ls not a concession of pro
tection for the sugar industry, but a mere abiding by the pledges of the 
party in the last campaign and the carrying out of a time-honored 
Democratic policy of preserving suga1· as a revenue producer. 

The language of National Committeeman Robert Ewing cor-
1ectly represents the attitude of the people of Louisiana on the 
question of a tariff on sugar. 

They understood the possibility or even probability of a re
duction of the duty and they were prepared to accept it, assum
ing it to be a reasonable reduction that would permit the indus
try to suniYe. 

• 
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They did not ·expect it to .be specially fa.Tared o;ver .other ind us- ; •they sticoeeded in working np tlie sentiment in its fa >or that the 
tries. but they certainly did not expect it to be -specially singled · Democratic :Party ±hiiiks it wotild 'be .good political policy at the 
out fo.r destruction hy the Democratic .Parcy as is n{JW -sought to · ;present time to· defer to, e>en nt the cost of the ..slibverSion of 
be done. . , ·party principle. 

They :wouJd .submit 'to the present .reduction, .and strive ~ The testimony on these ;points 'has been detmlefl by my col-
bra>ely':and intelligently to make ·a lirtng under it, if ron1y the Jeague and by other Senators who ha>e preceded me in debate, 
duty won1d be .permitted ·to .continue. · . ·and I will not repeat it 1lere. 

And the -deductions and conclusions .of ·Col. EWing as to .the · · .And what will be fhe result of this action of-the 'Democratic 
meaning of the tariff ;Plank :of-Lll.e Bemocratic ;f)la.tform .are such ' .Party, so ttrdently -d.esi.reil by this :cane ,Suga.r 'Trust'? Certainly 
as wollld be m~st naturally drawn by nny :nnhiused :verson ,of . 'the admltted destruction -of the Lou'isiana mllush-:y and Jflso of 
ordinary inrelliganae who Jmd .no per~onal iJl' JJolitical ·interest in · the ;.western industry 1f its .representativ,es are to be believed; 
seeking to twist the meaning .to .coincide .with his.own ·wishes. but if Jlot en:fue1y aestrqyed, .at least ,pa11:ia'Ily so, and its 

1\Iy people bold, and their Senato.rs .hold ""ith 1:hem, that ifhe · ·:further .ifoveJop:ment permanently cbeclrnd, so t'.hat it will ;no 
destruction .of their industry through a ,remoml of the ucy is longer 'be a .snc.cessful com,petitor of fhis 'Easte-rn Cane -SUgnr 
not only a cruel injustice to .tllem but -a violutian .bnth '{)f .the Trust that I have alluded to, farcing :it to lo'\\e.l' its prices to'the 
party platfmw and of the cset.i1ed tariff pelicy of the party, and American consumers. · 
many thousnnds of \'Oters in the country ~ill claim and 'belie-ve .And then wllJlt will resu1t'? $'y evei-:y law of business tllnt 
tbnt their >Otes for the Democratic Party were obtained unCler governs in suc'h cases .and b.y the exp~rien~e of the 1mst illis 
false pretenses. Oune Sugar Trust will :raise its prices ·wnen tb:e eomtTetition 

' The circumstances attending this ..COIIJPlete ..re1e.rsal of the against it is removed. 
policy of the DemocraUc Pru.·ty on the question of n tariff ·on It "ill no longer fear that tlle advent of the beet-1>uga:r crop 
snga-r make it all the Jia..r.der for those :wllo ..n:mst suffer . on on the scene of .action in a time of scn.roity will cause it to 
account .of that Teversal, for it is well known to all w.ho :ha."'\"'.e lower its prices 'from JJ to 2 cents ,per ,pound, as it did in 1911. 
posted themsel>es on the snbject, .though llil .of them ·~y not It :will be in su_pre;me control of the marlrnt, its ·only competitor 
be willing to admit it, that the n:gitation :f.or free sugur which having been 'killeu .by the action <ll the Democratic Pm.·.ty, :and 
has culminated in the present aotion -0f the Democratic Party the consuming public will ·be at its mercy. 
was begun and .carried ·~forward .to swcessful completion by the But it seems to be the polic:y of the Democratic Party at th'is 
group -of eastern .cane-sugar refiners that I eall -the .American time -to pay far mare r.egard to the interests of the eastern cane
Sugar Trust, -camposed of the American Sugar Refining Co., sugur refiners than to fhe interests of the American CUile ltnd 
the F.ederal Suga.r .Ilefining Co., the .Arbuckle pep_ple, .and .two beet £Ugnr proCl.ucers. and to defer entir~1y to the opinion of the 
or three otller coz:pora:tiens, .Rone of wJlom cnlfu:rt.e .either sugar refiners as to the effect of free sugar that they were dem:rnd· 
cane .or sugar beets in this country. ing. ignoring entirely the opinion of the producers. 

I know that the name o~ " Sugar Trust" was .appplied .orig- Thus in the .repru:t of the majo:r:ity on the House free-sugar 
inally to the American Sugar Refining Co .. tl!.e most powenful :bill of fast year the opinion 6f .M:r. Claus SpTeckels aJone as to 
of these concerns. ancl that some of the others, and also .some the desirabllity of free sugar is yuoted, he arguing .fur -;it, of 
Democrats, w-0.uld be unwilling .to admit that the others ..are a course. 
part of the " trust," 1but I claim that fur fill praeticn:l pucposes Likewise, in the same report 1le is quoted to prove thrrt the 
they have been in a crunbinatian :for years. pr.ice to the .American consumer would be reduced by the fnll 

It is al o well knawn to all wbo Jul.Te read the testimony amount of .:the ~uty. ~ _ .. 
before the various -committees, though · all uf :them may not ne :nie rep01't is ~ery .nnfru.r m attempting to pro:e the srune 
willing to admit it, that these cane-suo-n.r refiners are united in thmg by Mr. W1Hett. the sugar expert, by guotiJig n ftag
their demand for either free sugar or

0 

a JnTI?"e reduction in the mentary statement of hls testin:umy. 
present duty. The American ·Sugar Refininge-'Co., on a-ccourrt of l\Ir. Will~tt can .only be fairly judged.1?Y his fast expres~ion 
its !rrrge sugar holdings 1n Onba, does met -wish perhaps .for on the subJec~. wn1c1l wa~ that the aboht10n ?f th~ duty rmght 
absolute free sugar beeause 1t 'i'WOUld tllen c-ease. to receive ·the reduce the price .here .at times, and at other times J.t would not, 
benefit ·of the 20 per cent 'Cuban preferential it new -enjoys, and bu.t that if the domes?-c production was destroy~ the ~erican 
would be •content with a hea.-vy cnt, but -even that ·company p.r1ce w:ould n-ecessaruy :be set by the world pi;-1ce, which was 
would prefer free sugar to ·a retention of the ·pr-esent rate. often higher th.at ll~re; and _that the only certam way. to make 

It is also , wen known to -all who filITe read -tbe testimony, a. perman~t reducti_?D of pnce here was to .increa.se the .do~es
though all of them may not be willing 'te admit it, that the tic productio~, the mcrease of ~e domestic production bem~ 
reason why this group of refinei·-s desires either free sugar or a n;iore to the mterest of the American consumer than the aboh
great 1reduction in the .rate of duty ls because af-the tremendous tion <:>f rthe duty_ 
and ever-increasinrr de>elopment of the beet-suo-a.r industry .of This statement -was frilly set :forth by th~ Sena.tor from Utah 
the Western State~ that hn'8 00en conweting wfth them in the [.Mr. ~rnoT] dn 'llis .recent .address 'to :the Sena.te, ·and I will not 
sale of sugar and 1'.orced their prices -down. guote ~t hei:e. 

They were forced to admit this on the witness -stand, nnd -yet ;r'he -:report . .sa_y.s ."~ 1Dilustrlll.l .position of :refining requires 
~ome D-emocrats seem :.willing to 'belie-ve that these peuple were pnma~ cons;.deration. . . . 
actuated by the desire to reduce tne price of .sngaT to the con- Oe11tau:.1y;, m so :far s.s the .P~tian of ~e _ea.stern ~nne-s~a.r 
suming public. . :etmers 1S .copcerne<!-, t~y .rec~veil " prrmary eons1a.erat10n " 

Four years ago, wllen this ngitation for free sugar was 'begun m th<;,.1~st sugar-tariff~ bill and m the present one. They_ 1urre 
by these refiners there was no ·complaint by -the Am . been gnen .all they asked, .and they could not well expect more. 
sumers on acco~t of tlle price of sugar. They kne~r~~ c~~~ 'Thi--s 1s the sa~e l\Ir. qtaus .Sp1·ecke1s w'ho~ contril=n~ted -$5,000 
was low, knew thn.t the price ..haO. fallen wllile the JJri~ of ~er to the D~moci:atic ~mpa.ign .. fund last year, Just 5? ~e~ what 
necessa.rjes of life had steadily .· . d th . t I felt ab1e to contnbnte, and t'hen compeTied to girn 1t m two 

lainin . , nsen, fill ey were no com- month)y installments; but .he had a great special interest to be 
f.efinetl gsu~r:aying 5 cents ])er -pmm.d :tor the iinest white subservea by the. success of th~ :nemocra.:tic Pru.~y, wllile i .had 

0 
• only the gen.eral mterest of a .citizen. 

The refiners .did not car~ .abo.ut th~ L_oulsla.na pro.duct, for l\Ioreo>er, he .natnralJy felt sore against the Republican Pnrty, 
·they used ~t them.set~~· a..t :bemg prm.c.ip.a.Uy w~at ..lS tecilini- it being through that _party he had been sued to return to the 
cally called raw su~ar. Go-vernment $119,000 of the sum it cfaimed ·ms company .had 

But th~ beet-sugar mdustry .o.f .t.lle West turned out ,ready for defrauded lt out .of -through 1'.alse sugar weights; 118 'has been 
consumption th~ same _.g.ra.de of :refined sugar .as they did, and shown .by my colleague, and besides he knew he could .not expect 
was constantly lllcreasrng .1t-s ·output until it was encroaehing on free sugar from the Republican .Party. How .much .mo.re w:a.s 
what these eastern refiners were pleased to designate .in their subs.ctibed by the Sugar Trust under various names I do net 
testimony as " our ter.i:itory," me.aning the territory east of the know_ 
Mis issippi Ri>er. .It ..can safely .be assumed that these en.stem refiners will con-

.It became . neces a.ry ·to. check .tthls strong ·cum.petition, w.h.ieh, trib~e h~vily .to the next nutiana.1 Democratic cmnpaign .fund', 
as they adnnt, was Teclucmg their profits too rgrently. for if gratitude .does not cOlll_pel them to do so, self-interest ce.r-

And so this agitation was -sta.rt-ed, l>eing conducted b.Y the ta.inly will. 
Federnl Sugar .He.fining Oo,., .:Of ·which Mr. :C. A. :Spreckels ;was The .chai:rman of tlle Iiiouse Ways nnd Means C.ommittee very 
the head, under the -~upe.r-Yision of ;its sales agent, Ml.·.' Lowry, plainly showed that his sympathies were with the eastern re
fraudulently _pretending to be the ""Committee of Wholesale liners .ana against the great n.nd growing beet-sugar interests of 
Grocers" of .the United States. which fraud wa-s finally ~osed this country by his rema!'.ks in the House last May when he said 
throu.,gh ·the testimony given before the Hardwick committee. the .be.e.t-suga.r people :were .after taxing the American peqple in 

.And by :representations to the people that they ,would get ardei· .to finally ·bring their sugar .to the Atlantic seaboard and 
sugar from l f to 2 cents per pound cheaper under free sugar drive out an competition. 

' . 
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But suppose they did drive the eastern sugar trust out of 
business, which is the yery danger the refiners fear from the 
expanding beet-sugar industry? · 

They can only do it by underselling them; that is, by giving 
the consumers cheaper sugar than the trust could give them, 
and I thought cheaper sugar was the party slogan. 

The sugar-beet people, operating 500 or 1,000 factories by 
that time in at least 20 States, could not form a trust as these 
half dozen cane-sugar refiners have done and can always do. 

But if it was possible for the beet-sugar people operating 
over so great an area to form a trust and put up the price of 
sugar they could at any time be curbed by abolishing the duty; 
but if the domestic industry is destroyed it can not be renewed 
readily and the eastern refiners could not be restrained in their 
extortion because sugar would be free already. 

And if any interest is to be .destroyed, which is best to de
stroy-thP- business of the eastern refiners, who, as my colleague 
told you, produce nothing and employ only 10,000 men, or the great 
sugar-beet industry, producing all its product in field and factory 
and giving employment . to hundreds of thousands of people in 
farm and factory work? 

Think of the possible result to this country if this . great 
necessary of life, the production of which all other countries 
so sedulously foster, should be no longer produced here and we 
should have a war with a strong foreign power! All our sugar 
would have to be brought from over seas and a stronger naval 
power than ourselves could prevent it$ transportation. Owing, 
I am very sorry to say, to the action of the Democratic Party 
during the last two years, we are falling so far behind in naval 
preparation that at the present rate we will become a fifth
rate power in four years, inferior even to Japan. Is not this 
food for thought? 

Mr. Willett is undoubtedly right in claiming that the >.-i· 
crease of production will bring about the decrease of price to 
the American consumer; and I deny the assertion that the 
people of Louisiana are enriching themselves at the expense ot 
the remainder of the people. 

I claim that on the contrary they are assisting in keeping 
down the price of sugar in this country through their produc
tion of it, a production which would greatly expand in Louisiana 
if there was some stability in the sugar-tariff question. 

Can it be supposed that the price of an article in a country 
will decrease on account of the decrease of its production in 
that country? 

Yet that is the theory on which the free-sugar advocates in 
the Democratic Party seem to be working. . 

I am not fighting free sugar solely because it is a Louisiana 
product and because the destruction of the industry there will 
inflict incalculable damage on my State-damage from which it 
-will take her long years to recover and from which she will not 
recover in my lifetime. 

I am not a sectionalist. I wish for the prosperity of all parts 
of my country, and I am unwilling to see any part of it suffer. 

I stood on this floor in 1911 fighting against the Canadian 
reciprocity treaty because it was unjust to the farming interests 
of some· parts of the country, though not injuring any agricul
tural product of Louisiana, and said that I stood for the agri
cultural interests of every section of this country-North, South, 
East, and West-and that the interests of the wheat and oat and 
barley growers of the Northwestern border States and of the 
Middle West, and of the dairy producers of New York and Ver
mont would receive from me the same consideration that I 
would extend to the agricultural interests of Louisiana or any 
Southern State. · 

And even if Louisiana should be injured, I would wish other 
States to be uninjured. 

After seeking unavailingly in the Senate Democratic caucus 
to have the free-sugar provision of the bill stricken out, so that 
the duty could permanently remain at 1 cent per pound, I voted 
for the resolution of another Senator fixing the permanent duty 
at one-half cent per pound after l\Iay, 1916, saying to the caucus 
that I knew the Louisiana industry could not live under that 
rate of duty, but even if the cane-sugar industry had to die I 
wished the beet-sugar industry to live if possible, not only be
cause it was a great agricultural interest of the West, but be
cause in its survival lay the only hope of salvation of the Ameri
can public from the domination of the American Sugar Trust, 
composed of the group of eastern cane-sugar refiners. 

No; I 1'-ish to contribute as well as I can to the prosperity of 
the agricultural interests of every part of my country as wen 
as that of my own State, and where they can be helped by the 
impo ition of a duty on foreign products that compete with their 
own I am always ready to give it to them. 

And therefore I am glad that the citrus-fruit growers of 
Florida have been gtven protection by this bill, even though the 

) 

Senators from that State are willing to see the Louisiana sucrar 
indush-y destroyed. . 

0 

Ar).d I do not stop at agricultural interests, although they ap
peal to me more closely than do manufacturing interests for as 
I said in that same Canadian reciprocity speech that I h~ve l;re
vionsly alluded to, I did not wish to see destroyed a single indus
try of my counb'y that was assisting in ber development and 
giving employment to her citizens, and therefore I am glad that 
the cotton manufacturers of Georgia, South Carolina North 
C:irolina, and Virginia also have been given protection 'by this 
bill, even though the Senators from those ·states are willing to 
see the Louisiana sugar industry destroyed. 

And as no warrant has been given by the platform of the 
Democratic Party to pass a free-sugar bill, so has· no warrant 
been given it to do so by the vote of the American people at the 
last national election, nor for that matter was any indorsement 
given by that vote to the Democratic theory of a tariff for 
revenue only. 

The Democrats did not win on the tariff issue, though in cer
tain localities that issue contributed to their succe~s. 

I hear Senators occasionally say on this floor that the verdict 
of the people last year was against protection and the doctrine 
has been repudiated by the country. In the face of the vote 
I marvel how such statements can be made. 

The returns show that the combined Republican and Progr£!S
sive vote outnumbered the Democratic vote· by more than 
1,250,000, and we know that not Jess than three-quarters of a 
million regular Republicans voted the Democratic ticket just 
in order to defeat Col. Roosevelt in States where it was not 
possible for the Republicans to win, and the Democratic presi
dential ticket received a majority vote over all other candidates 
in only 11 out of the 48 States of the Union, all of them being 
Southern States. 

President Wilson could most correctly say at Newark, N. J., 
on May 1: 

I want everybody to realize that I have not been taken In by the 
results of the last national election. The country did not go Demo
cratic in November. It was impossible for it to go-Republican, because 
it could not tell what kind of Republican to go. 

And likewise Speaker CHAMP CLARK spoke correctly when, in 
a speech delivered in Washington on June 2, he said, speaking 
of the Democratic Party : 

We are in power by a 2,000,000 minority. 
I have heard remarks on this floor to the effect that the 

Democrats in their tariff policy are embodying the views of 
the Progressive Party also, and quoting its platform declaration 
of condemnation of the Payne-Aldrich bill; but they seem not to 
be familiar with or ignore that part of the Progressive platform 
which unequivocally indorses the principle of a ta.riff for pro
tection in these words : 

We believe in a protective tariff which shall equallze conditions of 
competition between the United States and foreign countries both for 
the farmer and the manufacturer and which shall maintain for labor an 
adequate standard of living, 
and also unequivocally denounced the tariff pQlicy of the Demo
cratic Party in these words: 

The Democratic Party is committed to the destruction of the pro
tective system through a tarllI for revenue only, a policy which would 
inevitably produce widespread industrial and commercial disaster. 

It was not the belief of the American people in the tariff 
policy of the Democratic Party that elected its candidate, but 
the split in the Republican Party that gave him a plmality 
election. 

Whether the Democratic Party will succeed next time de
pends on two facts-the practical -:-orking of the new tariff 
law and the ability of the Republicans to get together again. 

If the new law works well, the Democrats may succeed even 
if the Republican breach is healed. If it is not healed, the 
Democrats will certainly win; but if it is healed and the law 
works injuriously to the interests of the country, then the 
Democrats will surely lose. 

I, however, now venture the prediction that in the event of 
Democratic defeat in the next national electiou that party 
will never again declare for a tariff for revenue only, but will 
sacrifice its tariff policy on that subject then just as it is sacri
ficing it now on sugar, and for the same reason, the hope of 
profiting politicaDy thereby. 

There are many shades of belief in this country on the ques
tion of the tariff, ranging from high tariff to free trade, 
though the latter is not practicable now; but certainly those 
who believe in a tariff for revenue cnly are necessarily obliged 
to be free h·aders if they could find n way to pay the expenses 
of the Government without the imposition of import duties. 

In my younger days I was taught that the difference between 
the tariff policies of the Republican and Democratic Parties was 
that the former believed in a tariff for protection wi.Ul iuci-
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dental revenue, willle the latter believed in a tariff- for re,·cnue 
with incidental protection. . 

That was the accepted definition of the tariff views of tile 
opposing parties then. 

Of course every tariff levied for revenue }lurposes ._olcly 
4giYes just as much protection to the home article to the ex
tent of tile duty imposed on the foreign article as if it had been 
levied for protective purposes. 

Personally I belieYe in a tariff for re·renue but not in a 
tariff for revenue only, because if I believed in a tariff for 
re>enue only, I must dismiss from my mind any consi<leration 
whate>er for tile help of citizens of my own country against 
those of foreign countries, in so far as the application of the 
tariff policy is concerned, and that I can not bring my mind to 
consent to. 

I believe in imposing a moderate duty on ~.ll articles of 
foreign manufacture that come in competition with articles of 
home manufacture, a duty just illgh enough to enable the Ameri
can producer to make a reasonable profit through the exercise of 
diligent and inte11igent application to ills business, but not high 
enough to permit extortion or create monopoly by destroyiug 
competition. 

I do not wish to see foreigners given an advantage oYer Ameri
cans, and, if necessary, I do not object to gh-ing a little more 
for an American than for a foreign-made article, for I do not 
feel that I am losing anything by helping American people to 
live, whether they be farmers, manufacturers, or factory 
workers. 

Of course this doctrine should not apply where conditions of 
production in this country are such that the duty would lay 
too heavy a burden on the people of this country. 

The rule of reason should prevail, but such arguments against 
protection per se as " raising bananas in hothouses " and 
" raising bananas or lemons in l\Iaine" ham no application. 

I do not know whether the doctrine I haYe just enunctated 
makes me liable to the charge of being a protectionist, but if 
being willing to see tariff duties levied on foreign articles that 
will help Americans and particularly American workingmen to 
live decently and respectably makes me a protectionist, then I 
can say that I am neither ashamed nor afraid to wear the name. 

Under the principles I have enunciated, sugar is one of the 
proper articles on which to levy a revenue duty willch will also 
permit it to succeed in this country in competition with the 
foreign product, under the moderate proteetion thus given, and, 
indeed, if no sugar at all was produced in tills country it would 
still be a proper article to tax under the Democratic theory of 
taxation. 
. I insert here an editorial from Henry Watterson's paper, tile 
Louisville Courier-Journal, of 11th April, entitled "Tariff on 
sugar, h'ue Democratic usage" : 

Sugar is conceded the world over to be the ideal revenue producer. 
In all countries and everywhere it is both a necessity and a luxury. 
There is not a man, woman, or child in America that does not consume 
sugar in some form, whether in necessaries. such as tea, coffee, drags, 
medicines, and canned foods. or in luxuries, such as cakes, desserts, 
pastries, confectionery, cordials, chewing gum, and the like. Sugar 
is consumed in greater quantities by the well-to-do than by the poor. 
A tax on sugar is therefore the fairest, squarest, most equitable, and 
ju t tax that can be levied. Its effects are felt least by the poor, and 
its burdens, if any, are borne by the rich. 

These are the very considerations that induced the English 
Parliament to reject this year, by a decisive vote, after full 
debate, a proposition to remove the duty from sugar, the friends 
of the proposition urging the abolition of the duty on .the same 
grounds urged here--that it was a necessary of life and would 
reduce the cost of living. 

We all know that Col. Watterson is one of the ablest and most 
consistent advocates of the Democratic theory on the tariff, 
and no smell of protection has eyer adhered to his garments. 

No Democrat will dispute the correctness of the statement. 
Then, why will the Democratic l'urty depart now from its 

true principles, for -the hope of gaining a temporary political 
success? It may receive present benefit, but I believe it will 
'receiye permanent. injury by its depature from political prin
ciple, and in tills case from political morality as well. 

Why should the Democratic Party, with its revenue tariff 
record, sacrifice the great reyenue from sugar while obtaining 
a less revenue through protection of other articles not nearly so 
l~gitimate a source of revenue as i;;ugar, and which are also 
necessaries of life, as clothing, for example? 
· For tills bill does gi-re protection to some manufacturers, and 
it is not denied. 

I find no fault with that, for I wish them to live, and the 
Democratic platform promised that revision should be gradual. 

What I protest against is the observance of the platform 
promise with respect to some articles and a violation of it with 
regard to this great industry of Louisiana. 

L--186 

No other State has been so discrimiP.ated against. 
Coal is the principal production of West Virginia, but free 

coal will not close a single mine in that State: ancl coal was 
put on the free list last year on tlle motion of a West Virginia 
Senator, himself one of the largest coal operators of tlle State. 

Zinc is a very large and •ery important mineral industry of 
l\Iissouri, but free zinc or free lead will not begin to injure 
lissouri as free . sugar will Louisiana. 

Sugar is the most important agricnJtural interest of Colorado 
at the present time, but tile destruction of it in Colorado will 
not disastrously injure one-third of the people that it wi II in 
Louisiana, where the people of one-half of tlle Stnte direct ly or 
indirectly are dependent on its prosperity for their owu. aud 
where the other half will feel the bad results for years, due to 
diminished re.-enues to support the State expenses, resulting 
from decrease of Yal ues. 

I ha>e no hesi~tion in declaring tllat as an economic proposi
tion the people of Louisiana can far better affor<l to Jim uutlcr 
the Payne-Aldrich tariff bill than haYe the sugar industry of tile 
State destroyed. 

There is not a Senate'" in this body who, if bis State m1s as 
disastrously affected by lliis bill as Louisiana is, wouid rnte 
for it. 

He may say now he woul<l and he may think now he wonl<l, 
but if he was put to the test he would shrink back and refu e 
to do it. If he did not, in my opinion at least, he would not be 
worthy to represent his State. 

The destruction of the sugar industry of this country would 
not only greatly injure Louisiana for a long time, but the re-· 
sults would be seriously felt in other States. 

I doubt if any one industry in this country has greater 
ramifications throughout its length nnd breadth or sets in 
operation more wheels of commerce in more States of the Union 
than does tile sugar industry of Louisiana. 

I haYe with me a statement, which I will show to any Sen
ator desiring to see it, of the list of supplies purchased and used 
in the erection of a sugar factory on Georgia plantation, :1t 
Mathews, in the parish of Lafourche, La., and where they were 
manufactured. 

I will not encumber the RECORD by giving a list of these 
articles, but 14 States contributed to their manufacture, yiz, 
Alabama, Connecticut, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky,. Louisiana, 
l\las achusetts, l\lichigan. l\Iissonri, New Jersey, New York, 
Ohio, Pennsylvania, and ,.,ennessee. 

And what is true of the cane-sugar factories of Louisiana in 
tilis respect is also true of the beet-sugar factories of tile West. 

I also ham a statement, which I will show. to any Senator 
desirous of seeing it, giving the list of supplies used in the cul
tirntion of Georgia plantation, which I will not enumerate here, 
but will state they were furnished by 18 States, viz, Alabama, 
Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Louisiana, Massachusetts, l\Iichigan, 
Mississippi, :Missouri, l\Iinnesota, New Jersey, New York, North 
Carolina, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennessee, Texas, and Wisconsin; 
the mules, I may add, being furnished exclusively by the free
sugar State of Missouri and the half free-sugar State of Ken
tucky. 

And, of course, the water and rail transportation of the 
country are utilized in bringing to the factory site from those 
various States all the supplies needed for its erection and main
tenance and bringing to the plantation all the supplies necessary 
for its cultivation and carrying from it all of its yearly produce. 

Can any other industry be found which contributes more 
generally to the prosperity of other States of the Union? And 
this is the industry which has been_ fostered by the tariff policy 
of the Democratic Party from its birth and which the same 
party now seeks to destroy from the face of the earth. 

This factory of which I have spoken cost about $400,000 to 
bring to its present state of efficiency, and three years from 
now, after it shall have manufactured it~ last crop of cane, its 
·rnlue will haYe been practically destroyed, for its complicated 
and costly machinery can not be used for other purposes and 
will bring only the price for which it will sell as old junk. 

And what is true of tills particular sugar factory in Louisiana 
in this respect is true of the 200 other factories in that State, 
aggregating some $40,000,000 in value, for it is true, as was said 
by the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAM.s] on the 
floor of tills Chamber on the 15th day of last May, speaking of 
the effect of free sugar on Louisiana : 

I am perfectly willing to admit that free sugar will dismantle every 
sugar house in Louisiana. I know it as well as my name is John 
Williams. 

And this confiscation of property and the resultant bank
ruptcy of so many, which will be its effect, is wrought by tile 
Democratic Party, while the people of my stricken State look 
despairingly on while they are being slaughtered in the house of 
those who should be their friends. 
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Oh! the pity of it; oh! the shame of it! 
I do not say tbe people· of Louisiana who are directly or indi

rectly dependent on the sugar industry for their li"lelihood will 
never recover from this cruel and needless blow, for such is not 
my belief. 

nut they must tread the paths of adversity for long years to 
come while struggling to adapt themselves to the new situation, 
and many who haye lived in comfort will die in poverty. 

But in all this land there are n-0 more courageous or resource
ful men, no more devoted or self-sacrificing women, than those 
of my own dear native State of Louisiana. 

They have proved these traits of their character time and 
again in the past, through the direful stress of war and pesti
lence and flood, and they will continue to prove them in the 
future. 

They may' be stricken to the earth for a time by this blow 
dealt in utter disregard of their rights, but they will rise again 
through the inherent virtues of their proud and seif:..reliant 
natures. 

I owe to these people of my State a far higher measure of 
devotion than I owe to the Democratic Party. 

They sent me here, relying on my plighted word given before 
my election, that in such an extremity as that with which I am 
now confronted my duty to my State would outweigh my duty 
to my party. 

I told them after my election that they who had pla.ce<l their 
tl'lISt in my word would never be able to say that their tr-list 
had been misplaced. 

Honor and dcty alike demand that I vote against this 11' I 
while it embodies the provision d~nounced by the State Demo

.cratic convention of Louisiana that met in June of 1912 as "a 
heavy and cruel blow against Louisiana." 

And I repeat. here and now what I said to the Leglslatnre of 
Louisiana on the 5th day of December, 1910 : u If my mother 
must be s tabbed .. some other hand than mine must be found to 
wield the 1.--ni.fe." God helping me, I will stand by my word and 
by my people to the end. 

l\lr. GRO:NNA obtained the floor. 
l\Ir. CRAWFORD. l\Ir. President, in view of the fact. that 

the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. G&ONNA] is going to dis
cuss this bill largely from the standpoint of the vast agricul
tural interests of the country, I think we should have more 
Senators here than are now present; and so I raise the question 
of the lack of a quorun:J:. 

The VICE PRESIDE~'T. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The Seci·etary called the roll, and the following Senators an-

swered to their names : · 
'Ashurst Gronna Owen 
Racon Hitch.eock Page 
Rankhead Hollis Penrose 
Brady James Poindexter 
Randegee Johnston, Ala. Pomerene 
Bristow Jones Ransdell 
Bryan Kenyon Robinson 
Burton Kem Saulsbury 
Ca.tron La Follette Shafroth 
Chamberlain Lane Sheppard 
Chilton Lea Sherman 

. Clapp Lewis Shields 
Colt Martin, Va. Shively 
Crawford Martine, N. J, Simmons 
Cummins Norris Smith, Ga. 
Gallinger Oliver Smith. l\Id. 

Smlth, S. C. 
Smoot 
Sterling 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Thomas 
Thompson 
Thornton 
Tlllma:n 
Townsend 
Vardaman 
Warren 
Weeks 
Williams 

The VICE PRESIDE.!.~. Sixty-two Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum of the Senate is present. 

:Mr. GRONNA. l\lr. President--
Mr. CATRON. Just a moment, if the Senator please. I wish 

to give notice that on to-morrow .. after the close of morning 
business, I shall address the Senate on the tariff question. 

Mr. GRON:NA. l\Ir. President, it is with some hesitation 
that I proceed at this time to a general discussion of the tariff 
bill. Were it not for the fact that the chief industry of the 
State which in part I have the honor to represent is most vitally 
and, as I beJieve, injuriously affected, I would at this time 
forego the privilege of addressing the Senate~ but I desire to 
call attention to the fact, which I believe I can demonstrate, 
that the Un,ited States, the greatest commercial nation of the 
earth, will be among the few nations capable within their own 
borders of producing a sufficient a.mount of foodstuff to supply 
their own needs to discrimnate against the agriculturnl indus
try. So, I say at the outset that I Ehall try to show that with 
the exception of one or two important nations and two smaller 
nations, the United States will be the only great commercial 
nation which discriminates against this legitimate industry. 

l\I.r. President, the tarift' bill now under consideration has 
been framed by the members o:t a party which has pro
claimed its belief that protection: as a policy is unJusttiiabJe 
and that the imposition of tariff duties in order to e~courage 

domestic industries is an unconstitutional exercise of power by 
Congress. At the same time the spokesmen of that party have 
not foHowed their line of reasoning to its logfcal conclusion and 
declared for free trade, either now or in the future, but have 
insU?ted that they favor a tariff for revenue. Whether they are 
nble to see a difference between a tariff when it is levied by a• 
party believing in protection as a policy and that same t::uriff 
when levied by a party which denies a belief in that policy, Ol'" 
whether the denial that they fa>or free trade has been made 
because they feared the possible political consequences, I shall 
not undertake to say. To be consistent the party should-, in 
repudiating protection, have declared fo-r free trade, either imme
diately or by a gradual scaling down of duties, because a tariff 
system similar to that of England: is the only one- which will not 
be protective to a greater or less extent, depending on the rates 
of duty imposed. Merely culling a tariff a re enue tariff or a 
protectil·e tariff does not change its nature. Whether it i the 
one or the other depends on what articles the duties are levied 
on. If a duty is le'\"ied on any :l'rticle which is produced in this 
countl"y, it gives the producer of th~t articl an adva.ntag in 
the markets of this country over the proclncer of other coml
tries, and to the extent of thls adrnntage it is a protecti\e tar
iff, 3nd it is protective to the ame extent nether found in an 
avo ·ed protective-tariff measure or in one alleged to be for 

enue only. 
It lras been stated that this tariff bill is a competitive--tariff 

ill as distinct from a protective-fariff bill; th:it these rates are 
competitive instead of protecti\e. I have not noticed, however, 
that anyone has undertaken to explain just what a competitive
tariff rate is as u ed in this bill. If it is meant that the e rates 
will permit more or Jess competition on the- part of foreign manu
facturers and producers with domestic manufacturer and pro
ducers-ill other words, tltat thase rates are not prohibiti\e-
then there is no rea on why these rates should be called competi
tive rates any more than the rates of other bills, because while 
some of the rates in former tariff bills may have been :prohibi
tive, most of them have not, as our imports em-O~nce. If, on the 
-0ther hand', it is meant tO' imply that the rates in thiS' bill are 

uch as will permit foreign and domestic- producers to compete 
in our markets on equal terms, then, so far as the p1inciple is 
concerned, this bill is as mueh a protecti e-tariff bill as any 
which has preceded. it. The principle would be the same, 
namely, that because of different conditions abroad the domestic 
producer needs u ceTtain amount of protecti-0n in order to place 
b.im o-n equal terms with his foreign eompetitor; and the: lower 
r ates in thls bill would: not be- due- to its being framed on a dif-
ferent principle but to the fact that its framers considered less 
protection necessary than the framers of former bills <lid. 
There may be those who will explain that competitive rates are 

, such as will invite competition from abroad whenever the do
mestic producers attempt to raise the prices too Wgh. The fact 
is, however, that any rates which are not prohibitive will invite 
competition from abroad whenever dome tic prices are high 
enough so that it will be a pl'Ofitable venture for foreign pro
ducers to ·ship their goods to this country. If a competiti•e·· 
tariff rate is such a rate that when a foreign producer imports 
an article to this country and sells it fo1· the same price as the 
domestic producer, and his· profit, after paying the tariff duty, is 
exactly equal to that of the d-0rnestic producer, then ::i. competi
tive-tariff rate is merely a protective-tariff rate under a differ~ 
ent name, because all that the domestic producer is entitled to 
under the principle of protection is a rate which will measure 
the difference of the cost of producing the same article to him 
and his foreign competitor. . 

I believe it has also been stated that this ifi solely a revenue 
measure, drafted with a view to raising ren~nue for the Gov
ernment and with no regard to whether or J:.'.)t it will afford 
protection to any industry. If this is true, if the sole purpose 
of this bill is to raise revenue, if no n.dsantage is to- be gi en 
to any producer or set of produeers because of tariff duties 
levied by this bill, then, to- be consistent,, on every article pro
duced in this country and protected by a tm·iff duty. whether 
that tariff is called a revenue duty or somellllng else, there 
should be placed an internal-revenue duty equal in amount to 
th~ benefi t. derived by the producer of that article from the tauiff 
on it.. And if the Dem-ocratic position is correct, if no encour
agement should be gi\en to industries by IDMUS vf tariff duties, 
and, further, if tariff duties resllit in inereasing the price in 
this country to the full amount o1 the dutv. and UI the higher 
rate of wages in this country is not in any way dependent on the 
tariff duties,. and if,, as is contended,, the pr0fits from a protec
tive tariff go wholly into the pockets of the producers, then it 
would be the duty of the framers of this measure to place an 
internal-revenue tax on such artieles. If the Demoerats are cor
rect in assuming that the American producer can produce his 
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products just as cheaply a s the foreign producer, then there is 
no excuse for a Democratic Congress, if it fin(s it necessary in 
order to raise revenue to place tariff duties on articles produced 
in this country, for failing to place an internal-revenue tax on 
the articles produced here in order that the producer of them 
may not, because of the necessity of raising revenue for the Gov
errunent, enjoy an advantage which other producers do not. If 
the Democratic position is the correct one, you can not either 
explain or excuse the imposition of the high rates on silk manu
factures on the ground that they are necessary in order to raise 
revenue and that such manufactures are luxuries bought by 
such as can afford to pay the enhanced prices. If those articles 
can be manufactured as cheaply here as abro~ :l, and if the im
position of the tariff duties results in increasing the prices of 
those articles, then you are simply putting that much more 
money into the pocket of the producers of th8se articles, and 
the mere fact that most of these products are bought by rich 
persons who can afford to pay these prices does not change the 
principle; the only just thing to do would be to place an inter
nal-revenue tax on the manufll.ctures of silk equal in amount to 
the tariff duty, thereby increasing the revenue to the Govern
ment and collecting such increase from those who can afford to 
pay it. As raw silk is admitted free there would be no need of 
a compensatory duty. 

I have no wish, however, to be unfair to the f.ramers of this 
bill. The rates contained therein are for the most part very 
much lower than those in the present law, although it appears 
to me that the reductions have been very unevenly made. I 
apprehend that in framing the bill consideration was had of 
what reductions in duties could be made without injuring the 
rndustries benefited by the present duties. I can understand 
how an irreconcilable free trader in drafting a tariff bill for a 
country that had eqjoyed a protective tariff for a number of 
years would be careful in reducing the various rates in order 
that the different industries might adjust themselves to the 
changed duties with as little inconvenience as possible and in 
order that there might be no industrial depression because of 
such tariff revision, even if he considered protective tariff 
duties on principle indefensible. Indeed, unless the last cam
paign was carried on by the Democrats on a pretense, I do not 
see how the members of the majority in this Congress can avoid 
taking these facts into consideration. It was stated authori
tatively in the campaign last fall that the Democratic tariff re
vision would be undertaken in such a way that no "legitimate" 
industry would be injured. If the question of whether the re
duction of duties will or will not injure .any industry has not 
been considered in the framing of this measure, then the Demo
crats are as guilty of breaking campaign pledges as they would 
have been if they had failed to revise the tariff at all. It ap
pears to me that it .is just as necessary and just as proper to 
discuss this bill in the light of its probable effect on our indus
tries as if it had been frankly a protective tariff measure, and 
that if it is found that certain rates, or the reduction of rates, 
injures an industry, or gives those engaged in one industry an 
undue advantage over those engaged in others, it is no defense 
to say that the bill is framed as a revenue measure merely. 

Aside from the character of this bill, I can not say that I can 
indorse the way in which this measure has been drafted and the 
way in which it is being passed. It is my belief, and has been 
for a long time, that in the enacting of tar,iff legislation the 
services of some kind of tariff commission are necessary. We 
should have a commission or body which would not only con
duct hearings the way committees of Congress do, but which 
would actually examine the books of the industries which claim 
they are in need of protection, and thus determine, or at least 
aid in determining, what industries will survive a reduction or 
removal of tariff duties, and in cases where it is found that 
tariff duties are necessary, if the industry is to prosper, what 
rate of duty is necessary. With such facts before us we could 
then proceed to consider the bill with a clear view of its con
sequences, and instead of trying to determine with inadequate 
means what the probable effect of the proposed changes will 
be we could accept the conclusions of the tariff commission 
as to the effect of reducing the rates to a certain point, or 
removing them entirely, and consider the other question of 
whether or not the policy as applied to the different industries 
was a wise one, whether a certain industry 'Yhich it was found 
could not subsist without a certain rate of duty was of such 
importance and the carrying on of it of such benefit that this 
would more than outweigh the increased cost of its product 
which might i·esult from the retention of that duty. Balancing 
the advantage of having the industry operate in this country 
against the disadvantage of a possible higher cost to the con
sumer, each Member of the Senate and of the House could then 
cast his vote accordingly as he belie-ved that one outweighed 

the other. At pr esent, with a mass of testimony and statements 
all of which no Senator or Member can take time to read, and as 
to which he has no means of knowing to what extent they may 
be prejudiced and biased, with authoritative statements lacldng 
as to conditions both at home and abroad, with limited time, 
the individual l\Iembers of the Senate and of the House can no 
more than scratch the surface of the vast subject, and tariff 
bills are ·framed on what is little better than guesswork. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da

kota yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 
Mr. GRONNA. Certainly. 
Mr. CLAPP. I should like to n.sk the Senator orie or two 

questions, if it will not interrupt him or interfere with his 
argument. 

Mr. GRONNA. It will not. I shall be glad to answer them 
if I can. 

Mr. CLAPP. Is there any question at all but that under the 
conditions existing to-day there should be some pTotection upon 
wheat, for instance? 

Mr. GRO}..'NA. Mr. President, I think it was clearly shown 
in the Senate and before the Committee on Finance during the 
time the reciprocity treaty was pending that the tariff had 
benefited the farmer to the extent of an average of about 11 
cents a .bushel since 1905. 

Mr. CLAPP. Now, I will ask the Senator if, in his judgment, 
any commission could make that fact any plainer than it is 
to-day? 

Mr. GRONN.A.. Speaking of a commission, I favor that, as a 
general proposition, to handle all tariff matters. 

Mr. CLAPP. Yes; so do I. What I want to get at, however, 
is this: I am in fa-rnr of a commission; but even if we had a 
commission, and the system were stm maintained of three or 
four men iri a party committee getting a majority of that com
mittee in accord with them and then making their bill a party 
measure, whipping a party into line, and absolutely standing 
against · the most reasonable amendment on earth that might 
be suggested, we would still have no remedy. Is not the evil 
in the system by which tariff bills are framed and whipped 
through Congress through committee, caucus, and appeals to 
party loyalty? 

l\Ir. GRO~.A.. I agree with the Senator on that point. 
l\fr. CL.A.PP. That is what I wanted to make plain. 
Mr. ORA WFORD. l\Ir. President, will the Senator permit me 

to interrupt him? 
The VICE PRESIDE~T. Does the Senator from North Da

kota yield to the Senator from South Dakota? 
Mr. GRONNA. Certainly. 
Mr. ORA WFORD. While I agree with the statement of the 

Se?ator from Minnesota [Mr. CLAPP], yet I think it is only 
fair to say that the report made by the Tariff Board, which 
was legislated out of existence last yea r,. furnished very valu
able information in relation to the market price of wheat, the 
-value of the lands in different parts of Canada, and the cost of 
labor in different parts of Canada, as comoared with the cost of 
labor in the several States of the Union. It was also -very 
valuable in the way of throwing light upon the difference in the 
situation in the production of barley, in the production of wheat, 
in the production. of flax, and the products made from these 
cereals, as between Winnipeg and Minneapolis and as between 
the Maritime Provinces and the Eastern States. 

Mr. CLAPP. Yes. If the Senator from North Dakota will 
pardon me for a moment longer-I want no misunderstanding 
as to my attitude-I believe there should be a tariff commission; 
but the report that was then made by the tariff commission 
was absolutely ignored under the force of the party lash, and 
the bill went through; and notwithstanding the existence of that 
report, to suggest an amendment in consonance with the report 
was to be charged with having the purpose of assassinating the 
pending bill. 

.Mr. CRAWFORD. The Senator is right about that. 
Mr. CLAPP. You may have tariff commissions, and I be

lieve in them, and as long as I am in the Senate I am going 
to fight to get a tariff commission, but that will not remedy the 
situation if there is maintained the system which permits of 
two or three men getting a majority of the majority side of a 
committee, and then pronouncing their verdict as a test of 
party loyalty and whipping a bill through under that sort of 
inspiration, permitting no change, no matter how plain the 
necessity for the amendment may be. 

Mr. GRONNA. l\Ir. President, the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. ORAWFORD] is correct in his statement tha t the 
Tariff Commission made such a report. I intend to quote ver
batim from par t of that report relating to the cost of various 
products in the United States and in Canada. 

I 
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Mr. s.irEruuAN. Mr. President, will the Senator from North th.at those who produce com ha.\e benefited to the amount of 
Dakota yield to me for a mornent1 the duty -of 15 cents per bushel on corn; but if we look up the 
· The ICID PilESIDEl~T. Does the Senator from North statistics we find that pra.ctiea.lly no -corn is a'l.)orted. It is 
Dakota yield to the Senator from lliinois? fed to the live animals of this country, and in this very bill it 

Mr. GRO:\INA. I yield. is proposed to take off all the duty on those animals. While 
.Mr. SIIERM.Al~. I should like to ask if the Senator also the farmer does not receive a direct benefit from the duty on 

belie\ , in the eTent that wheat is placed on the dutiable list, -corn, as the Senator from Iowa has said, I believe he does get 
thnt flour -ought to carry some compensatory or . .corresponding the benefit from the tariff on the animals to hich the corn 
duty? may be fed. 

l\Ir. GilONNA. I beliffre it should. I am frank to say that Mr. KENYON. Not under this bill. 
I do not belie\e the producer of wheat would get the benefit ot Mr. GRONNA. Not under this bill; no. There is no t i·i.ff 
the duty on wheat unless a compensatory duty were put on on those tlrlngs in this bill, as I am going to show later on. 
tlour. Mr. NORRIS rose. 

l\1r. SHERl\fA..N. I ask that in view of the fact that the Mr. GRONNA. I will ,yield to the Senator from N-ebrnska in 
Senator comes from a large wheat-producing area of the United .a minute. 
States. mu.ch larger than the part of the country I -come from; In response to the question asked me by the Senator from. 
but we have very large milling interests that take a very great South Da.k-0ta [Mr. CBAWFORD], I invite the enator's attention 
,-0lume of youi· wheat, and a large part of it is not used for to the price -0f fiax during the fall of 1910 and the following 
domestic consumption, but is for the export trade. winter and summer. During that time there were more th, n 

l\Ir. GRONNA.. I belie>e that is correct. 10,000,000 bushels of tlax imported into this country, paying 
.l\lr. KENYO:N. l\Ir. Prwdent, I do not want to interrupt the the fuil duty. There was a shortage in the production of flax, 

Senator, as I know he wants to :finish to-day. and consequently flax went to the enormous price of more than 
Mr. GROJ~ ,.A. I gladly yield to the Senator from Iowa, .Mr. '$2 a bushet I know that no Senator will deny that at that 

President. time and on that parti<!ular product the fa1·mers did receive the 
1\fr. KE~TYON. In answer to the question of the Senator full benefit of the duty of 25 cents a bushel on tta.x. 

from Minne ta [1\fr. CLAPP], the Senator sugge ted a proposi- Mr. JO~TES. Mr. President--
tion that is interesting to me. and I want to ask .him about it, The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da-
because I know he has superior knowledge on matters pertain- kota yield to the Senator from Washington? 
ing to agriculture. Mr. GRONNA. I yield. 

Does the Senator belie'\"e the tariff on wheat increases the l\f.r. JOl\TES. I understood the Senator to say a moment ago 
amount per bushel that the producers of wheat receive? that it was conclusively shown, when the r-eciprocity bill was 

Mr. GRONNA. Does the Senator .a.sk me that question, or the up, that the ta.riff upon wheat benefited the farmer to the extent 
Senator from Iinnesota? {)f about 11 cents per bushel. 

Mr. KENYON. I under tood the Senator from North Dakota, .l\ir. GRONNA.. Yes; I believe it wa.s. 
in answer to the Senator from .Minnesota, to srry that it did~ Mr. JONES. That was a direct benefit to the farmer from 

Mr. GRONNA.. I made the statement, Mr. President, that I the tariff? 
believed it was shown to the Committee on Finance and to the fr. GRONN.A.. Yes; I believe so, That is my belief. 
Senate, at the time the reciprocity treaty was pending, th tun- Mr. KENYON. Does the Senator .from North Dakota believe 
questionably the tariff on wheat benefited the farmer to a cer- that it tbe tariff on wheat were a direct benefit to the producer 
tain extent; but I will say that so far as wheat is concerned, I to the extent of the tariff, thereby increasing the eo t of bread 
do not believe it has ever benefited the farmer to the full extent to the consumers of the eountcy, any such tariff -duty would 
of the dnty. stand? 

Mr. KENYON. But lms the Senator preached the doctrine in Mi-. GRONN.A.. I believe not. 
.his State to the farmer who nils.es wheat that a tariff -0n farm Mr. KENYON. 'The Senator belie;es not! 
products increases the price to the producer to the extent of .Mr. GRONNA. I believe not; but I think I did how-and I 
the tariff? Has it not 11.lways been said, rather, that the tariff know other Senato:rs showed, and proved conclusively-that the 
on farm products, or, rather, the general tartJ! system, benefited price of wheat was not the ea.use of the bigb price of bread. 
the farmer only in the incidental bene.1it that icame from the I do not believe anyone will contend that loaf of bread will 
general pro perity of the c-0untry? be sold any cheaper whether wheat is worth 00 eents a bushel 

I have ne\er, ~ee:pt in recent years, heard it preached that the -or 75 cents a bnshel or a dollar a bushel. In the nineties whea.t 
ta.ritI on oats or co1·n or wheat increased the price to the producer. was sold for less than 50 cents a bushel, and yet the :same pries 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, .as I understand, when-ever was paid for a loaf of bread. 
there is a urplus of a commodity~ -especially an agricultural I now yield to the Senator from Nebraska. 
product which no monopoly can control, it must be obvious to Mr. NOH.RIS. Mr. President, I did not want the Senator 
anyone that the price of that product. to a certain extent, wil1 to leave the subject of wheat, to which the Senator from Iowa 
be based upon the world's price. .But I do say, and I make [Mr. KENYoN] had called his attention, without explicitly stat· 
the statement withuut fear of successful contrn.dieti-0n by any- mg th~ benefit that would c-0me to the producer of wheat on 
body, that for the last six .or seven years the farmers of the account of the ta:riJ! on wheat, although I think probably the 
United States have profited to a considerable ex.tent by the , 'Senator has fully answered it. I wanted to suggest, however, 
duties on .farm products. that as we approached. the time when we consumed all the 

Mr. ORA WFORD. Mr. President-- . wheat we produced, the benefit received by the farm.er who 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the 'Senator from North. Da· raised wheat continued to increase. While the Sen.a.tor says, 

kota again yield to the Senator "from South Dakota? . -and says correctly, that although the tariff on wheat was 25 
Mr. GRONNA. I do. cents a bushel the farmer -did not get the fUll benefit of it, 
Mr. ORA WFORD. I will ask the Senator with reference to the 1·eason was, as illustrated by the ta.riff on barley and fl~ 

two ceTeal that are largely produced in his State and also in that we were not consuming all of the wheat we produced. 
the State which I, in part, repre ent, and in tti.e ·great North- I belieTe it is coneeded that if we did not consume any wheat 
west generally, whether or not it is n. fact that instead of ex- 1 the tariff would not do any good; but if we consumed all the 
,Porting a surplus of those 'Cereals we consume a.11 we produce wheat we produced, the benefit received by the producer would 
and import largely of them? I refer to barley, which supplies be measured by the tariff itself. Tho e are the two extremes. 
the great breweries in the United States, and to flaxseed, the , It has been demonstrated over and over again from 'Statis· 
oils from which are an important farm product, OT the re ult tics-and the Senator from Iowa can easily look it up and 
of the farm product. Is not the question of tlle world's market demonstrate for himself-that on an average, ta1.'ing the price 
price e.xclade<l ill. that case, and is it not a fact that the price is of wheat on one side of the line in the United States and the 
affected by the tariff b u e we consume our whole supply price of wheat on the other side of the line, in ome instances 
in this country and import instead of exporting it? just across the street-for Instance, in ~e case of Portal-

1\Ir. GilO~NA.. " ' e -consume more :mil more the products of there has been a difference of more than 11 cents most of the 
'the farm ; and it seem to me sueh a plain and simple proposi- time, going up as high as 15 cents, where it was shipped on the 
tion that it must be easily under tood ,by -everybody. same railroad, to the same market, perhaps in the '"me car, 

Mr. CRAWFORD. Is not that pm.1:icularly true of flax and or at least in the same train. There has been that difference 
barley, two staple prod of the f rm? in the price when there was no differen in fr ·O'ht rates-all 

Mr. GilONNA. I belieTe it is; but before I .g<> into that the conditions being the same-the whent beinO' rai d in the 
subject I want to answer the question <Of the Senator from one ease on the Canadian side and in tlle other ea e on the 
Iowa, which dese.rTes co.usidernble attention. Dakota side of the liue. I think it Im be n demonstrated, 

Take the case of co1-n, a product which is produced very whatever the theories may be, that that is th~ fact. Tt was 
largely in the State of Iowa. No one will contend, I suppose, also demonstrated here the other day by the Senator from 
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North Dakota that the same thing held true in regard to the 
price of wheat in :Minneapolis and in Liverpool, for instance. 

But I am reminded that I am taking ·up too much of the time 
of the Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. GilOl\TNA. I agree that the facts are as stated by the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da

kota yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 
Mr. GRONNA. Just a moment and then I will yield. I want 

to be perfectly fair, and I do not intend to make any misstate
ments. Of 'course, I am now expressing only my own be: ~f. 

During the year 1912 the United States produced 730,000,000 
bushels of wheat. That is more wheat than we can consume. 
As a natural consequence the price of wheat went down. Un
like the ·manufacturer, the farmer does not control the price of 
his product. The farmer brings his product to the so-called ele
vators, and the price is fixed by the buyers. When there is an 
overproduction of wheat it is but natural that the price to the 
farmer will be fixed to a certain extent by the world's price. 
But it has been demonstrated over and over again that when 
consumption equals or very nearly equals production, the 
farmer receives the benefit of the tariff on his products as well 
as the manufacturer receives the benefit of the tariff on his 
products. 

I now yield to the Senator from :Massachusetts. 
Mr. WEEKS. Mr. President, in order to complete the asser

tion and demonstration which the Senator from North Dakota 
has made about the price of a loaf of bread, I wish to ask him 
if the size of a loaf is the same now as it was in the nineties, 
the time to which he refers? 

Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, in my home we practice econ
omy, and we always bake our own bread. I wish the Senator 
from Massachusetts would put some other witness on the stand 
to answer his question. I am hardly a competent witness. 
• Mr. WEEKS. I did not know but that the Senator had 
looked up the matter and had found that the loaf of bread which 
is usually sold by bakers to~day is the same size that it was 
10 or 15 years ago. I think it is. I did not know but that the 
Senator could answer that question. 

Mr. GRONNA. No; I do not know as to that. I believe the 
Senator from Massachusetts knows more about it than I do. 

I desire to finish my speech to-day, and for that reason I 
should like to proceed. I shall say some things about the Demo
crats this afternoon, but it is with charity and in the hope that 
they will profit by what I may say. 

IJ'urther, I do not believe in legislating by means of a caucus. 
We are elected to come to the Capital and legislate according 
to our own views of what will be for the benefit o.f the people 
of this country, and no one has a right to surrender his views, 
either to a secret caucus or to any individual, however promi
nent. If a per on votes for or against a measure contrary to 
his own convictions, I do not see how the fact that a party 

~ caucus had passed on that measure can change circumstances 
or can relieve that Member from his responsibility, and I do not 
believe the people of this country will consider that it does 
relie-ve him of the responsibility. Moreover, the debates in 
caucus are behind closed doors, the deliberations are secret. 
The people are given no information as to what reasons are ad
vanced for or against any proposal, or what considerations 
governed in the enactment of a certain measure. The people 
have a right to know not only what their representatives do, 
but also why they do it. This is the reason why it is a 
fundamental principle of our Government that debates of legis
lative bodies shall be open to the public, and it appears to me 
that legislating in secret conclave is just as much fraught with 
danger when done by the majority party of the Senate as it 
would be if done by the two parties jointly. 

While there may be a question, however, as to on just what 
principle this bill has been based, there is one feature that is 
immediately noticeable, and that is its discrimina tion against 
the farmer. Why it shorild be necessary to cut the duties which 
may benefit him lower than those that benefit the manufacturer 
has not been made plain by those responsible for this bill; why 
it should be necessary to remove the duties on his products 
while retaining the duties on manufactures has not been ex
plained. Agriculture is fundamentally the most important of 
our industries. It is absolutely necessary to have food, while 
we can at a pinch do without the products of many other indus
tries. It does not appea~· to me to be farsighted statesmanship 
to di criminate against such a.ri industry. Almost without ex
ception the other nations attempt to give the farmer the same 
benefits from their tariffs that they give the manufacturer and 
to place no burdens on him not also placed on others. 

We have in former years fo1lowed the same course. and while 
the farmer may not ha-re profited as ~uch from the protective 

policy as those engaged in otller induEtrie8 that was becanse 
ot the conditions of the indu try · b~cau ·e of the fact that in 
former years the prices of our farm products were not fixed 
in our home markets to the same extent as at present. Now,. 
however, certain classes are appRreritly becoming afraid that 
the fa1·mer will benefit from protection to a grea te.i· extent than 
formerly, and it is therefore proposed to make him sell his 
products entirely in n competitive market while still making 
him buy what he consumes in a protected market. The Demo
crats have very generally maintained, especially when cam
paigning in the agricultural sections, that the farmer derives no 
benefit from the duties on his products; but from the reasous 
that have been adYanced for the placing of his products on the 
free list it is evident that there is a belief that the duties on those 
products will serve to enhance their prices. If that is not the 
reason, then why the talk of a " free market basket" 1 And 
why the statement that it is the policy of the Democrat to 
remove the tariff on food products, which are a basic necessity? 
If removing the ta1·iff on these pr.Jducts is not going to lower 
their price, then why the pretense of that being the purpose 
of ~e reduc~on? And if it is going to lower the price. bow 
can it be mamtamed that the producer of those products is 11ot 
benefited by the tariff on them? Our Democratic friends ap1P-ar: 
to have got into this difficulty by having two sets of reusons 
why the tariff should be removed from farm products ill on
sistent with each other, using the one or the other as the oecu
sion might seem t.o demand, and no attempting to use 
both at the same time. If the removal of the ta1~iff on 
farm p~oducts is going to give the co~umer cheaper focd'3, tllen 
the tanff on those products gives the producer a better rnarkt't 
and the producer is benefited by it. On the other hand, if; a~ 
has been contended, thE- tariff on farm products is oi no benefit 
to the producer of them, it can only be because rbe tn rlff does 
not increase the price of those products; and if it does uot 
increase the price, then where is there any excuse for stating 
that the removal of the tariff is going to benefit the ,~onsumer 
and give him cheaper food? 

But, while it must be true that if the oonsumer is to get his 
foo~ cheaper by the removal of the duties on farm products the 
tariff on those products must be of some benefit to the pro
ducer of them, the converse is not necessarily true. and it does 
not follow that because the tariff on his prod.nets is of benefit 
to the farmer that the removal of that tariff will give the con
sumer his food cheaper or benefit him in any way. Because of 
the many hands through which the farmer's product passes 
before it reaches the ultimate consumer, it is more than 
probable that in most cases the consumer will not profit from 
the lower price which the farmer will receive for his prodnct. 
For instance, I do not suppose that anyone will contend that 
the price of a loaf of bread will be reduced by the removal of 
the duty on wheat. 

In discriminating against the farmer in the levying of tariff 
duties, the Democrats are adopting a policy which ·is not pur
sued by any other nation which is capable of producing enough 
food within its own borders for its people. Even England, 
which has for a long time been dependent on other countries 
for its food supplies, does not discriminate against its agricul
turists. It is true that they have to sell their products in com
petition with the entire world, but they also have the privilege 
of making their purchases in a competitive market. If it has 
been the intent of the Democrats to approach as nearly as pos
sible the tariff system of Engl.and, they have overlooked this 
fact: While England has the benefit of a protective policy to a 
certain extent, it does not give this benefit to one class of 
producers by discriminating against another class.. T·hey re
ceive this benefit because of the preferential tariff duties of the 
English colonies. Canada has three rates of duty on most ar
ticles-the general tariff, the intermediate tariff, and the British 
preferential ta.riff. The general is the highest rate, the inter
mediate the next lower, and the British preferential the lowest. 
Imports from the United States pay the general rate. By 
special trade agreements countries may get the benefit of the 
intermediate rate. 

With few exceptions, the British preferential rate is only 
from 50 to 75 per cent of the general rate, thus giving the 
British producer a protection equal to from 25· to 50 per eent 
of that enjoyed by their own producers. In many cases articles 
dutiable when imported from other countries a.re admitted free 
from England, thus giving the British producer of these articles 
the same protection as the Canadian producer. In the same 
way, on articles imported into Australia the British producer 
is given a lower rate, the rate being in most cases from 50 to 
80 per cent of the rates assessed against the same goods im
ported from other countries. New Zea.land has a sim11a1· sys
tem, charging a surtax in some cases as high as a hundred per 
cent on a_rticles imported from other foreign countries. over 
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tl1a t clrnrged on U.ie same articles imported from British domin
ions. In wost case this 8urtax is from 20 to 50 per cent. In 
other words, a producer in this couutry for instance, exporting 
an article to New Zealnud has to pay a duty from 20 to 50 
per ceut higher than the British producer exporting the same 
article. While the English manufacturers thus ha>e the bene
fits of protection giYen tllem by the Engli8h colonie , it is to be 
noted that there i no burden fallino- on the Engli h farmer 
because of this protection. He can still purchase whate>er he 
needs in a competitiYe market. The Democrats, howernr, pro
po e to make tlle farmer in this country sell his products in a 
competiti\e market and make his purchases in a protected 
market; they aim to give l!im no better market for his products 
than the British producer has, and by retniuing a tariff on the 
products of other industries compel him to m:ike his purchases 
in a higher market than the English farmer. 

The report of the Finance Committee gives the average rate 
of duty in the agricultural schedule of this bill as 15.21 per 
cent, whHe tl!e average rate of the entire bill is 2G.07 per cent. 
This method of comparison, howe\er, does not disclose the real 
nature of tl!e bill, since it does not show the number or im
portance of the products placed on the free list. As a matter 
of fact, it is misleading. The Senate bill carries a number of 
agricultural products on the free list on which the bill as it 
passed the House imposed a duty, and yet the comparison just 
referred to gives the average rate of duty of the agricultural 
schedule on the Senate bill as higher than in the House bill. 
The comparison simply giy-es the a,-erage duty of the schedule, 
and really shows little as to the real character of the bill. 
Products which tl!e farmer has to sell which are on the free 
list in the pending bill and on which there formerly was a tariff 
are as follows : 

Broom corn: The Payne Tariff Act provided for a duty of $3 
per ton. 

Buckwheat and buckwheat flour: On buckwheat the Payne 
and Dingley rates were 15 cents per bushel; the Wil on Act 
provideu for a tariff of 20 per cent ad valorem. On buckwheat 
flour the rate in the.Payne Act is 25 per cent ad yalorem; L:i. the 
Dingley and Wilson Acts it was 20 per cent. 

l\Ir. SHEPPARD. I do not like to interrupt the Senator, but 
I want to get one point clear at tl!is stage of his remarks. 
Does he consider buckwheat flour and corn meal as manufac
tured products? 

Mr. GRONN~ . I will ask the Senator from Texas if he has 
been here during th.e time I have made my remarks on this 
)Jill? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I have been; but I understood the Senator 
to be enumerating farm products that were put on the free 
list, and I wanted to understand if buckwheat flour is a manu
factured product. I simply want the information; that is all. 

1\Ir. GRONJ. TA. I have just stated it. I am sorry the Senator 
dicl not hear my statement. I said on buckwheat the Payne and 
Dingley · rafes were 15 cents a bushel, and the Wilson Act pro
vided for a tariff of 20 per cent ad valorem; and that on buck
wheat flom the rate in the Payne Act was 25 per cent ad va
lorem and in the Dingley and Wil on Act 20 per cent. I am 
simply reading a list of articles tl!at are placed on the free list 
in this bill. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I thought the Senatol' was reading a list 
of farm products placed ou the free list. · 

l\Ir. GilONN.A. All these are farm products. 
l\fr. SHEPPARD. Is not flour a manufactured product? 
l\fr. GRONNA. Certainly, it is a manufactured product. I 

agree with the Senator on that. I think we all agree on that 
point. If we would hn\e no more difficulty in disposing of fuis 
bill than that, I think it would be so changed before its passage 
that even the agricultural classes would get soms benefit 
from it. · 

Corn: The duty under the Parne and Dingley Acts was 15 
cents per bushel ; under the Wilson Act 20 per cent ad valorem. 
On corn meal the Payne rate is 40 cents 11er 100 pounds: the 
Dino-ley rate was 20 cents per bushel; and the Wilson rate was 
20 per cent ad. valorem. 

Eggs: The present rate is 5 cents per dozen; the Dingley rate 
was 5 cents; the Wilson rate 3 cents. 

Fln:x: straw: A duty of 5 per ton r.nder the Payne and Ding
ley Acts; free under tlle Wilson Act. 

Hides: The e were pl need on the free Ii t by the Payne bill 
and are retained fuere by the pe~ding bill. The Dingley Act 
harl a tariff of 15 per cent ad Ynlorem on hides. 

Iilk: Rate un<ler tlle Pa;rne and Dingley Acts, 2 cents per 
gallon; under the Wilson Act. free. 

Cream: · Ilnte under the Payne Act, 5 cents per gallon; under 
tbe 'Yilson Act. 10 per cent ad Ya lorern. 

' 
Rye: 'Rate under the Payne and Dingley Acts, 10 cents per 

bushel; under the Wilson Act, 20 per ce:J t au "i'lllorern. 
Swine: Rate under tlle Payne and Dingley Act , $1.50 per 

he:id; under tlle Wilson Act. 20 per cent au Yalorem. Twenty 
per cent ad \alorem was really a higller rate than the rate of 
tlJ. pre ent la,\. 

Cattle: Payne and Dingley rates, less tl!:rn 1 year old, $2 per 
head; otl!ers valued at le s than "14 per head 3.75 each; if 
valueu at more than .14 per head, 2n per cent ad valorem. 
Wilson rate, 20 per cent. 

Sheep: Payne and Dingley rates. less than 1 year old, 75 
cents per bead; 1 year old or o,-er, $1.50 per head. Wilson rate, 
20 per cent ad valorem. 

Wheat: Under the Payne and Dingley Acts 25 cents per 
bushel ; under the Wilson Act 20 per cent ad valorem. 

Wool: PaJ11e and Dingley rates, on wool of tlle fir t cla , 11 
cents per pound; on wool of the second class, 12 cents per 
pound; on wool of the third class, if valued at 12 cent per 
pound or les , 4 cents per pound; if valued at more than 12 
cents, 7 cents per pound. Under the Wil on Act wool was free. 
· It is true that agricultural implements ha\e been placed on 
the free Hst, but that does not alter the fact that this bill dis
criminates against the farmer, because the farmer purchases 
other tilings besides agricultural machinery. He is a consumer 
of the products of the other industries in this country, simi
larly as the producers of those other products are consumers 
of his products, and when you place a duty on those articles 
fuat he has to buy and place his products on the free list you 
are forcing him to sell his products in a free market in com
petition with the entire world, while compelling him to make his 
purchases in a protected market. Whil tl!is bill as it stands 
contains great reductions in the duties on man.ufacture . it is a 
gross discrimination against the farmers, especially of the North 
and Wet. 

This bill prm,ides for a co nterrniling duty on whent and 
wheat flour as agninst countries imposin"' duties on tl!ose · 
products. I "'isb I couhl hn\e the attention of tl!ose who 
have the counten·ailing cluty in charge. I beliern I am in a 
position to enlighten that subcommitt e on thi particular 
item. What it is expected to accomplish by thi provision 
has not, so far as I haye noticed, been explained by its authors. 
So far as tl!e fnrmer i concerned this pro\i ion is of no rnlue. 
If it is pretended that by its means the farmer's market for 
wheat "·ill be extended, it is a mere pretense and nothing more. 
The countries which find it to their intere t to maintain a <lutv 
on wheat or on flam· are those countries which have no whea·t 
they want to sell us, which ha\e no flour thev want to sell 
us, anu to which it consequently makes no difference whether 
or not we maintain a duty on wheat and flour. It doe not 
affect them. Why, then, should the fact tl!at we are willing 
to remove our duties on these products be any incentive to 
lliem to rerno\e theirs? On the other hand, countiies which 
have wheat they wish to export in any considerable quantity 
to this country-and this consideration applies e pecially to· 
Canada-ha\e no market for our wheat; they will, no doubt. 
Yery willingly remoYe their duties in return for our admission 
of their wheat free of duty. But will we really recei\e any
thing in return? The American farmer, whose market it is 
proposed to barter away will recei\e nothing; Canada has 
no market for our wheat. It is a matter of supreme indifference 
to tl!e American farmer whether he can ship wheat to :rnnda 
free of duty, because Canada has no market for it; Canada has 
a market for only a small part of its own production. 

It i i1ossible tllat ome of our millers may be in a position to 
benefit if Canada should 1·emo..e her duty on flour, but if they 
do, it will be at tl!e expen e of the American farmer; it will 
mean the sacrifice of the interests of tpe American farmer for 
the benefit of the Canadian farmer and the- American miller. 
It al o seems to me that it is possible to con true thi pro\iso 
in such a manner as \Yill permit Canada to ship her wheat to 
this country free, merely remo\ing her duty on wheat and 
retaining her duty on flour. I belie,-e under the provi ions of 
this bill that will be possible. In tlrnt case no one will benefit 
from it except the Canadian wheat grower. It is the same old 
story of the Canadian reciprocity agreement oYer agnin in a 
slightly altered form. surren leriug the market of the American 
farmer to the foreign producers and either getting nothing in 
retnrn or something of benefit merely to the manufacturer. The 
aim is apparently to delude tlie farmer into bclieying that his 
interests are to be looked after. and thnt tbis counter,·aiJing· 
duty is to b.e usec.l to enlarge his foreign market for wheat by 
inducing foreign countries to rerno\e their duties on whcn.t and 
flour. As a matter of fact, the pro\iso will do nothing of the 
kiutl. It will not make more nccessif>~e n ingle foreign wheat 

p.,tntoes: Hn te nuder tlle Payne :rnd Dingley ·Acts, 25 
per lrnshel ·; under tl.te Wil on Act1 15 cents per bushel. 

cents market, but it wil~ in all probability mnke more acce sible the 
- American wheat market to the Canadian farmer and the wheat 
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growers of other countries who may care to avail the~selves 
of the opportunity offered them. We place ourselves m the 
position of offering the American wheat market to the wheat 
growers of any country that may eµre to apply for it, and in 
return we secure nothing, because such countries as will avail 
themselves of this do not, nor will they ever expect to, have any 
market for our wheat. And as to the countries that might offer 
a market for our wheat, we offer them nothing that would be 
any inducement to them to open their markets. To those coun
tries that export wheat and are anxious to enter our market 
we offer that market for nothing. From the countries to which 
we export wheat and flom and whose markets we are desirous 
of entering on more favorable terms, we ask that they admit 
our wheat and flour free, and we offer them nothing in re~rn 
for the favor. We give favors gratuitously to some countries 
and then apparently expect that other countries will be equally 
shortsighted and give us favors, knowing that we will give them 
nothing in return. If we ask favo1·s from certain countries, we 
should expect to grant them favors in return of somewhat ap
proximately equal value. And when we g1·ant favors we should 
take at least a little precaution to see that the assumed favors 
which we are to receive have a little value. 

This provision, I presume, is offered in the nature of reci
procity. Reciprocity seems in recent years to. have come to 
mean the surrender of the market of the Amencan farmer to 
the farmers of other countries in ret_urn either for no benefits 
at all or else benefits merely to the manufacturers. The man
ner in which the removal of the duty on wheat would injure 
the American wheat grower I explained at length at the time 
when the Canadian reciprocity agreement was under discussion 
in the Sen.ate two years ago; it has also been discussed by 
other Sena.tors during the present session. I do not intend to 
go into it again at this time and will content myself with 
calling attention to a few facts having to do with the manner 
in which the free admission of Canadian wheat will affect our 
farmers. The wheat which is produced by the States of Minne
sota, North Dakota, and South Dakota is northwestern hard 
spring wheat. It is distinct from the softer- grades produ~ed 
farther south either as spring or winter wheat and has superior 
milling qualities. The yield per acre is not so great as it is of 
winter wheat. In ordinary years none of this wheat is ex
ported, all of it being consumed by American mills. . I have 
also been told by millers that the flour made from this wheat 
is not exported, being consumed in this country. The wheat 
that figures in our export is the softer winter wheat, and also 
to some extent the wheat known as macaroni or durum wheat. 
The kind that Canada raises is the northwestern hard spring 
wheat, and the wheat that the Canadian wheat will compete with 
directly is that raised by the farmers in the three States above 
mentioned. The cost of raising a bushel of this wheat is less 
in Canada because the new lands there will produce larger 
crops than the older lands on this side of the line and because 
the land is cheaper than in the United States. The Tariff Board 
in it<:; report on the Canadian reciprocity agreement made the 
following statement in regard to the land values in the two 
countries : 

In the great farming States of Iowa, Indiana, and Illinois the vafoes 
of farm lands are very much higher than in any of the Canadian 
Provinces. In Illinois and Iowa they are a little more than twice as 
high as in Ontario. 

The Increase of land values between 1900 ~nd 1910 has been marked 
jn both countries. In certain of the Provinces the rate of increase 
has been higher than in any of the States. The highest :rates of in
crease in the States are found where the highest land values obtain, 
namely In Illinois, Indiana and Iowa. But, on the other hand, Ontario, 
while i·eporting the highest Canadian land value, shows the lowest 
Canadian rate ot increasa It is worth noting that Ontario is feeling 
the competition ot weste1·n Canada just as some years ago the eastern 
part of the United States felt the competition of our western lands. 

It 1.s impossible to make any signiftcant comparative study of land 
values in western Canada and those in the United States. Western 
Canada ls a virgin region; railroad lands have been sold to settlers a-t 
low prices and on liberal terms o1 payment ; the Government has given 
away millions of acres under a liberal homestead law. In Manitoba 
the value of land per acre ls $29, or $7 less than in Minnesota and 
Michigan; but owing to the recent settlement of Manitoba, !J1e rate 
of increase during the last 10 years is much greater than m those 
States. . 

The prices of occupied land in Saskatchewan and Alberta are $22 
and $20, respectively. . 

The board further gave the farm prices for 1910 as follows: 
Minnesota, 94 cents per bushel ; North Dakota, 90 cents ; South 
Dakota, 89 cents; Manitoba, 80 cents; Saskatchewan, 69 cents; 
Alberta, a little less than 68 cents. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That refers to wheat? 
Mr. GROI\TN.A. That refers to the price of wheat and is 

from the report of the Tariff Boa.rd. It pr<>ves conclusively 
that we were receiving more for our wheat than they were 
receiving in. Canada. 

The farm prices, of course, depend, among other things, on 
the distance from market, and the above, therefore, is perhaps 

not a fair comparison of the market prices in the two coun
tries. On comparing the markets at Minneapolis and Winnipeg 
the board found that. in 1910 the price at MinneaPoliH was from 
6-! cents to 12! cents above that at Winnipeg. In 1909 it. 
ranged from five-eighths cent to 24~ cents above tLc. Winnipeg 
price. . 

The Canadian grain grower has for a nufuber of years looked 
with hungry eyes at the American brain market, from whlch 
he has been barred by our tariff. That the reciprocity agree
ment did not go into effect was not the fault of the- Canadian 
grain g1·ower, but due to the efforts of other Canadians who do 
not produce grain and who did not care whether the Canadian 
grain growers secured entry to the American market. Other 
issues, which to us appear irrelevant, and fears which to us 
appear unfounded, were joined with the issue ot reciprocity, and 
the result was its defeat. At this time, however, the privilege 
of entering the American market on equal terms with the Amer
ican farmer is handed to them without asking anything in re
turn which they will hesitate in granting. And who will profit 
from thus surrenderin~ the American market? 'l'he millers 
will undoubtedly profit to the extent of securing cheaper wheat 
in ordinary years and under ordinary circumstanees,-·and they 
may also profit by being in a position to compete with the 
Canadian millers for Canadian markets. The American farmer 
will not be benefited in any event, and will be damagecl to the 
extent that his wheat market is invaded by Canadian wheat 
growers. 

So far as the European markets or markets of Asia are con
cerned, where we have to ship our surplus of wheat nnd of 
wheat flour, the provision will not result in secm'ing admis
sion on more favorable terms to a single market, as none of the 
countries to· the markets of which we would desire admission 
expect to ship us either wheat or wheat :flour, and our retention 
of a countervailing duty on wheat and wheat flour is therefore 
a matter of indifference to them. Does anyone imagine that 
France, for instance, will remove her duties of 37 cents per 
bushel on wheat, or $2.75 per barrel on flour-, in return for our 
removing the duties on wheat and flour imported from France? 
As France does not expect to sell us either wheat or flour it is 
immaterial to her whether or not we have a duty on these 
products. Or can anyone see why our free admission of wheat 
and flour should be any inducement to Germany to remove her 
duties of 49 and 36 cents per bushel on wheat, or $2.02 and 
$1.10 per hundred pounds on flour? In quoting the two 
rates of duty I refer to the genera1 duty and tbe conven
tional duty. Germany does not expect to sen us either 
wheat or flour and does not care in the slightest whether 
we have a duty on either or both. Or take the case of 
Japan. Can anyone conceive why our removal of the duties 
on wheat and fl.our as against Japan should be any incentive 
for that country to remove her duties of 29 cents per bushel on 
wheat and 70 cents per 100 pounds on .flour? Is it nC>t evident 
to everybody that the only countries that wm take advantage 
of our willingness to admit wheat and wheat flour free of duty, 
will be those countries that have wheat and flour whieh they 
wish to sell us--as, for instance, Canada-and'. that the countries 
where we find now, and would expect- to find. a market for our 
wheat and wheat flour will be given no incentive to remove 
thP.ir duties? Are we not giving something for nothing in the 
one instance, with the apparent hope of receiving something 
for nothing in the other? And does anyone believe that any 
of those countries whose markets we are seeking will grant us · 
any favors unless we grant them something in return 1 

If anyone expects that, I fear he is doomed to disappointment. ) 
In foreign countries the tariffs seem to be constructed with the 
idea of encouraging domestic industries, and the agricultural 
industry is well taken care of in most of them. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator n·om North Da 

kota yield to tbe Senator from New Hampshire? 
Mr. GRONNA. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask the Senator from North Da

kota if Germany, France, and . Japan have for many years in 
the past had those extremely hlgh rates of duty on wheat? 

Mr. GRONN.A. Yes; they have had them for a number of 
years, I will say to the Senator. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And those high rates a.re :fixed so as to 
encourage the domestic production and keep out the wheat of 
other countries which may have a surplus? 

Mr. GRONNA. .Absolutely, because both France and Ger
many proau·ce a sufficient amount of wheat to supply food for 
their . own people. -

Mr. GALLINGER. So that what they are doing in those 
countries is along_ the same line on which we have been operat
ing when we have had a duty on American wheat? 

• 
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l\Ir. GRONNA. Exactly; only their rates have been higher Mr. STONE. I ask the Senator, then--
than our rates. Mr. GRONNA. I shall try to enlighten the Senator on tile 

It apparently has neve1· occurred to them what a great blessing subject. 
it would be to their farmers to .surrender their markets to such of Mr. STONE. The Senator is himself a farmer, and is largely 
their foreign competitors as care to indicate their willingness to interested in farming. · 
accept them. If we wish to extend our market for wheat and flour Mr, GRONNA. Yes, sir; that is true; I am largely interested 
in those countries · y securing more favorable tariff rates, it in farming. 
would seem reasonable to believe that we would be more likely Mr. STONE. I have heard the Senator say that several 
to obtain this by offe1·ing to reduce or remove the duties on some times. 
of the articles which those countries produce and· export to this Mr. GRO~'NA. Yes. 
country. If we wi h to secure . the removal of the duties on Mr. STO:\"E. Now, being personally informed with reetarLl 
wheat and flour imposed by Germany and Belgium, for instance, to that industry and per onally intere ted in it, I ask woull' the 
would it not be more effective to offer to remove the duties on Senator ha1e the products of his farm put on the protected list 
zinc, which those countries export and the rates on which · and at the same time put the things the farmers the Senator's 
I note have been increased over the Hou e rates, · rather constituents, buy, and that he himself as a far~er must buy, 
than to offer to remove our duties on wheat and flour? If plows, mow~rs, thrashing machines, and many other thing , 
we wish to secure better rates from France, why would it not on the free llst, and reduce to a low tariff rate other things that 
be better to offer to remove the duties on silks or other goods he consumes, and still leave what he produces on a high-tax 
that France is exporting rather than the duties which are of basis? Is that the view of the Senator? 
no earthly interest to her? If we really wish to extend our Mr. GRONNA. Mr. President, I do not entertain any such 
markets abroad by securing more favorable tariff rates, why views, nor am I advocating them. I will say, since the Senator 
not make offers meaning something to countries which can gtve has alluded to the fact that personally I am a farmer, that I do' 
us a market :{or our products, rather than throw our own mar- not believe the Senator alludes to that with any motive what
kets open to countries which will give us nothing in return? ever. I know he does not. If farming were an industry that 
' l\Ir. President, this is so absolutely contrary to the policy ad- could be a monopoly, I might refrain, as Senators sometimes do 

vocated by that great statesman, James G. Blaine, that I do not from even voting on th_is schedule. But there are nearly 
want anyone to believe or think that he can delude the Arneri- 10,000,000 farmers engaged in the industry, and no man will 
can farmer nnd make him believe that this is reciprocity such contend that farming can ever be made a trust or a monopoly. 
as was advocated by that great statesman. It does not take a I feel that I am only doing my duty, as the Senator is doing his 
very wise man, it seems to me, to know that a nation, as an in- duty to his constituents and to the people of the United States, 
dlvidual, if it wants to extend commerce or trade relations, when I call attention to what I believe is a great injustice to 
must give something in return for what it expects to get. This the farmer. I intend to show that with the exception of Russia. 
counterrniling duty is all a farce, and you will not be able, I there is no other country than the United States which produces 
say, to delude the American farmer and make him believe, be- within its borders a sufficient amount of food products for its 
cau e you ha.Ye a provision in this bill for a countervailing duty, own consumption which does not protect the industry of farm
that you are treating him fairly. You are not; you know that. ing as well as the industry of manufacturing. 
You are aware of it as much as I a.m, and if any of you are Mr. CUMMINS. l\fr. President--
aware of it you are doing an injustice to the people engaged The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da-
in a great legitimate industry. kota yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

l\Ir. STONE. Does the Senator mean by that to say that he Mr. GRONNA. Certainly; I yield. 
thinks the Democrats are consciously and intentionally doing l\fr. CUMMINS. An obserrntion just made by the Senator· 
the ,farmers an injustice? from Missouri [Mr. STONE] interests me "Very much. I repeat it 

l\Ir. GRONNA. Well, Mr. President, I am going to say a lit- in order to be sure that I understood him correctly. 
tle later on that I do not really entertain the opinon that they Does the Senator from Missouri mean to say that he and his 
consciously want to do the farmer an injustice. associates rea1ize that by taking off the duty upon agricultural 

Mr. STONE. Bat that is what the Senator says. products they have caused a great loss to the American farmer, 
1\Ir. GRONNA. But I am also going to say, and I say now, and in order to compensate him for that loss they have put on 

that there are men in the Senate who know as much and more the free list certain things which the farmer uses, and- have 
about the great American industry of agriculture than does very greatly reduced the duties upon certain other things which 
President Wilson. I am going to say further that I believe the farmer uses? Is that practically the statement just made 
there are Senators on this -floor who know as much about the by the Senator from Missouri? 
existing condition of the American farmer as does the majority l\I.r. STONE. No, Mr. President. I think the farmers of the 
of the Senate Committee on Finance. If I am mistaken in that, country have been treated with especial consideration in this 
Mr. President, then the majority has knowingly done the farmer bill. A number of agricultural products ha1e been put on the 
an injustice. free list-some absolutely, and some under what is called the 

l\Ir. ST01''E. Does the Senator mean to say that if he is countervailing duty. 
mistaken in supposing that the President and the majority I ne1er have believed-and I would have to hear something 
members of the Finance Committee know less about the farm- more than I have yet heard to convince me-that a duty on 
ing i.Bdustry than the Senator bimself or some of his colleagues, farm products is a real benefit to the farmer, even under ·a 
therefore they are doing a willful injustice? protective tariff. I do not believe · that is · the case; but that 

l\Ir. GRONNA:. Well, Mr. President, if they knew as much is an argument which has been made and: gone over very often-, 
about the industry as does your humble servant, who is now and this is not the occasion to enter upon it. · 
addressing the Senate, l do not believe they would place the I do say, howe1er, and I did say, and I meant. to be under
farmer's products on the free list; and if they do know as much stood as saying, that the farmers will receive a very great 
about it as does your humble servant, then it would appear to benefit under this bill if it becomes a law, as I think it will, 
me they ha1e not given the subject the consideration to which by having their implements of industry practically all-as far 
that great industry is entitled. as I recall now, I think I may say all-put on the free list; 

Mr. STO~E. We give the farmer, so far as taxation goes, and not only the implements of their industry, but by hav
pretty much everything the farmer buys free of duty. We put ing many things which they purchase for other uses put on 
practically everything the farmer uses in his industry on the the free list, and practically e1erything thnt 'they consume 
free list. The things which he buys to eat an.d wear, the com- put at a very much lower rate of duty, thereby taking off of 
forts and necessaries. have been put on the free list or they them the burden of taxation. I think these things' are for . 
haYe been 1ery radically reduced. · Does the Senator think that the benefit of the farmer, and, taken as a whole, the farmer 
the farmer gets no compensation in that? gets far more consideration than almost any other class of 

l\Ir. GRON°NA. I mean in the course of my remarks to give our people, so far as this bill goes. 
the Democratic Party credit for having taken the duty off of Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, I do not intend to ·enter 
farm rnachin-ery. I intend in my speech to give them credit for upon an argument as to whether a duty upon agricultural 
whatever they have tlone. I also intend to refer to the fact products raises the price of those products or not. I shall not 
that in this bill the duties have been very substantially reduced interrupt the admirable address of the' Senator from North 
on many articles. Dakota to enter upon a discussion of that subject. Brit · I 

l\Ir. STONE. Is not that good for Ute farmer? understood the Senator from Missouri to say, and I have· heard 
l\fr. GRONNA. I want to L>e fair, and I am trying to be it said a good many times here, that ~oinething especial had 

fair wilh tlle Democratic Par.ty. I ca,n not give the S~nator been done for the farmer, and· tllat it had been done becaus~ 
n ca tegoricnl answel'. I nm going ·to try · to explain it, if the the duties had been taken from ' the farmer·· 11roducts. I 
...,euat or will ouly honor we by bis presence. thought the Senator from l\Iissouri stnted that ·proposition so 
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clearly that it ought to be emphasized, for I understood him to 
say: "It is true that we have taken the duties from the 
:(armer's products; but we have made up the loss, and more 
than the loss, by taking off the duties upon something else 
which he uses." 

Mr. STONE. Evidently the Senator did not mean to say just 
what he did say-that I have contended, or that anyone on thi·" 
Side has contended, that the farmer was benefited by taking off 
the duty on his products. I have not said that. I do not think 
he i injured IJy the removal of the duties, but I do not think 
it is a benefit to him. A thing may not hurt one, may not injure 
one, and yet at the same time may not be of any immediate 
or especial benefit. · 

l\fr. CUi\fl\IINS. I was quite sure that when the Senator from 
l\Ii ouri was reminded of what he had said, as I heard it, 
he would at once retire to the old position which I fancy all of 
our friends upon the other side-

1\Ir. ST01'.'E. But I never said anything of that kind. I 
never said anything of that kind, and the Senator will not say 
I did. 

1\fr. CUM~IINS. I understood the Senator as saying so, 
and therefore I asked the question. Of course, I can do nothing 
more than appeal to the RECORD when it shall have been 
printed; and if it there appears that I totally misconceived 
the Senator. he will be vindicated. But. I believe when he reads 
what he said he will find it bears the interpretation I have put 
upon it. 

.M:r. WALSH. Mr. President, I dislike very much to interrupt 
further the address of the Senator from North Dakota, but 
before the Senator from Iowa takes his seat I should like to 
have him be a little more specific. I understood him to say 
that it had been repeatedly declared on this side of the Cham
ber that the farmer, having been subjected to certain losses 
by reason of the removal of the duties on his products, an effort 
had been made to compensate him for such losses by the re
moya l of the duties upon agricultural implements and otherwise. 
Can the Senator be a little more specific in respect to individual 
and time? 

Ur. CUMMINS. Oh, l\Ir. President, I do not think I am 
called upon to name Senators and name dates. I ha\e heard 
thi question delJated now for four ye£trs or more. What I said 
with regard to that was my recollection and my interpretation 
of what I have heard a gr~at many times. I heard it repeat
edly stated <luring the time we were considering what ~as 
known as the farmers' free list last year. That, however, is a 
mere matter for appeal to the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD. 

Mr. WALSH. Let me inquire of the Senator, then, whether 
that took the duties off the farmer's products so that it could 
possibly be said that the other changes were in compensation 
therefor? 

Mr. CUMMINS. It did not take the duties off the farmer's 
products as a whole. 

l\Ir. GRONNA. l\Ir. President, if the . purpose of the re
moval of the duties on wheat and flour is not to extend our 
markets, but to reduce the cost of flour to the consumer, 
then the insertion of this provigion is inexcusable. In that 
case the lower cost of flour, which is presumably what would 
be aimed at, would depend on the willingness of ::t foreign 
country to remove her own duties. If some of our duties 
have the effect of increasing the cost of living to such an 
extent that they should be removed, then the logical way 
would be to remove them without waiting, as is propo~ed, until 
other countries shall give their sanction to such action. If the 
cost of wheat and flc.ur is so great in this country that it is 
necessary to place Uiose commodities on the free list in or1ler to 
bring relief to the consumer, then why is it ne~~ssaty to "·ait 
until Canada gives her sanction, or some other country giyes 
her sanction, before removing the duties? The proposal is as 
inexcusable, if the purpose is to reduce the cost of flour, ns it is 
useless if its purpose is to· extend our foreign markets for wheat 
and flour. · 

In examining the tariffs ·of other countries which expect to 
produce enough agricultural products · for their consumption, 
or nearly so, I find that in the framing of their tariff laws 
attention is given to the welfare and prosperity of the farmer 
as well as of the manufacturer. Of course, in the case of 
England, that country frankly confessed years ago that it could 
not produce enough agricultural products for its o·wn consump
tion, and it has no tariff on such products any more than on 
mnnufuctures . 

. On cattle the present law provides for a tariff of $2 per 
bead if less than 1 year old, $3.75 per head if more than 1 
yenr old and valued at ·less than $14 per head, and 27! per 
cent if T";ilaed .at more than $14. The S~~ate bill · proposes 
to place them on the free list. Now let us consider the tariffs 

of other countries. England admits cattle free. France has a 
general duty of $2.63 per 100 nounds, live weight, and a mini
mum tluty of $1.75 per 100 pounds. The general rate applies to 
imports from the United States. Germany has a o-enera1 duty 
of $1.94 per 100 pounds and a conventionn,l duty of 86 cent per 
100 pounds. The conventional rate applies to import from the 
United States. Austiia-Hungary has .a rate of $3.63 per beau 
for young cattle, $G.09 per head for cows, and $12.18 per head 
for oxen. In the case of oxen there is a con,entional rate of 
87 cents per 100 pounds, Jh·e weight, which applies to imports 
from the nited States. Belgium has a tariff of from 2G cents 
to 44 cents per 100 pounds, lirn weight, on cattle. The Nether
lands admits cattle free. The general rates ancl conventional 
rates of Italy both range from ' $1.54 to $7.33 per head, vdtl1 an 
additional tax, called a statistical tax, of 2 cents per head. 
The conyentional rate applies to impor ts from this country. 
Spain assesses duties rangino- from $ .59 to $15.44 per head on 
cattle, with lower duties rauging from $6.7G to $15.44 per head 
on imports. from more favored nations. Russia admits cattle 
free. Our neighbor on the north-Canada-imp es an ad 
valorem tariff of 25 per cent as a general rate, with an inter
mediate· rate of 22! per cent. 

The general i1i.te applies to imports from this country nnd rno!';t 
other countries. Our nearest neighbor on the south, ~Iexico. 
admits cattle free. Cuba imposes a duty of $1.33 per 100 
pounds, Jiye weight, on cattle, with a special duty of 7D cents 
per 100 pounds on imports from the United States. Brazil 
imposes a duty of $14.23 per head on cattle. I will say at tllis 
point that the given Brazilian duty is higher, l;mt as G5 per cent 
of the duty is payable in depreciated paper currency nud only 
35 per cent is payable in gold-unless there has been a change 
made recently-this has the effect of red.acing the du ty actu~1lly 
paid to the figures gi,·en aboYe. The same observation holds 
true as to the other Brazilian rates which I shall cite. In 
computing these duties they ha>e been computed on a basis of 
G5 per cent being payabla in paper and 35 per cent in gold. 
Argentina admits cattle free. Japan lev'ies an ad Yalorem duty 
of 10 per cent. Australia protects her stock growers by a 
duty of $2.44 per head of cattle. New ZeaJand al o leYies 
a tariff of $2.44 per head. 

Now, let us see what the commercial nations of the -world 
do with regai:d to the rate on horses. 

Horses are protected by the Payne Act by a duty of • 30 
per bead if valued at $150 or less, and an ad vnlorern dnty 
of 25 per cent if valued at more than $150. The Senate bill 
reduces this to 10 per cent ad valorem on all horses. England, 
of course, admits hor es free. The general duties in France 
range from $28.95 to $43.42 per head, and the minimum duties 
from $19.30 to $28.95 per head. The German general dutieA 
range from $21.42 to $83.GS per head, and the conventional 
duties from $17.40 to $83.68 per head. Austria-Hungary has a 
general rate of $20.30 per head if more than 2 years old, and 
$10.15 if Jess than 2 years old, with a conventional rate of 
$12.18 if more than 2 yea.rs old, and $6.09 if less than 2 year . . 
Belgium has no tariff on hor es. The Netherlands admits them 
free. Italy has a tariff ·of $7.72 per bead. Spain levies duties 
ranging from $18.72 to $2 .!)5 per head. Russia admits them 
free. Canada has a rate of $12.50, if valued at less than $50, 
and a general rate of 25 per cent ad valorem, an intermediate 
rate of 221 per cent on horses valued at more than $50. 
Mexico has a duty of $24.85 per bead on geldings, others free. 
Cuba has a general rate of $18.75 per head, with a special rate 
of $15 on horses imported from the United States. Brazil has 
a duty of $27.38 per head. Argentina admits horses free. 
Japan has a duty· of 5 per cent ad valorem. New Zealand has 
a duty of $4.87 per head. Australia assesses a duty of $2.40. 
per bead. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President--
Mr. GRONNA. I yield to the Senator from New Hamp-

shire. -
.Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator has been speaking almost 

two hours. The day is excessively hot and some of us haYe been 
sitting here every moment for six consecutive hours. It has 
been understood that we would adjourn about 6 o'clock, and I 
will ask the Senator from Missouri if he does not think we 
might well take an adjournment now? 

Mr. STONE.. I should like to ask the Senator from North 
Dakota about how much additional time he thinks he will oc
cupy in concluding his remarks? ' 

.1\fr. GRONNA. I will say that I had very much hoped 
that I would be able to finish to-day. I do not object to inter
ruptions, but I have been interrupted so m·m;h ,that I am not 
quite half through with my speech. -

.1\fr. STONE. Not quite half tbr~rngh? 
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Mr. GRONNA. Personally I feel very much like going on 
and :finishing, because I remember that two years ago when I 
took up the time of the Senate for the better part of two dllys I 
was criticized for taking so much time. 

Mr. LEWIS. ~Ir. President, may I inteTrupt the distin
g-Oi.shed Senator from North Dakota? Having heard him state 
that he has not :finished more than half of his very well pre
pared, studious oration upon this subject, I should like to ask 
th-e Senat9r if it would comport with his convenience that he 
resume to-morrow, and that we at this time, at 6 o'clock, turn to 
some other business, perchance an executive session on the 
motion of the Senator from Georgia, and that the Senator from 
North Dakota resume to-monow, if he is at a stopping point 
in his speech now? 

Mr. GRONNA. I, of course, will gladly yield to the wishes 
of the Senate. 

Mr. LEWIS. I thank the Senator, but I think it might con
sult the convenien<::e and the physical relief of the Senator to 
pause at this time. 

Mr. GRO:NNA. So far as I am concerned it is convenient 
for me to go on at any time. To-morrow will do, of course, 
just as well as to-day; but I want it understood that it was not 
especially my desire, nor is it my desire, I will say with all 
candor, to delay the Sen-ate in considering the blll paragraph 
by paragraph. I realize as much as those who are, perhaps, 
more directly responsible for this legislation than I am that they 
want to get through with the bill. and so far as I am per
sonally concerned I shall be very glad to go on to-day with my 
speech. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator could go on for about an 
hour--

Mr. BACON. We have some matters of importance to con
sider in executive session. 

Mr. PENROSE. I take it for granted that the Senator from 
North Dakota will have the floor in the morning to continue 
his remarks. That will follow as a matter of com·se. 

l\fr. LEWIS. Any other course than that would be dis
courteous. No one on this side of the Chamber contemplates 
any other course. 

.Mr. SIMMONS. Of course the Senator would go on with his 
speech to-morrow if we go into executive session now. 

1\Ir. PE1 JROSE. And then we can either adj-0urn or have an 
executive session. 

Mr. BACON. We have some matters of importance to con· 
sider in executive session. 

i\lr. SIMMONS. I think probably we bad better have an 
executive se sion. 

Mr. GRO:NNA. I will say to the Senate that if it is ex
pected to hold an executive session I will gla<lly yield at any 
time for that purpose. 

l\lr. PEJ\'ROSEl Or for adjournment. 
l\Ir. GRONNA. Or for adjournment, with the understanding, 

of course, that I will be permitted to finish the fe-w observa
. tions that I have to make to-morrow. 

Mr. Sll\IMONS. Of course. 
Mr. PENROSE. That goes without saying. That is the 

Senator's right. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. BACON. I think possibly the public business may be 
expedited by having a short executive session. I therefore 
move that the Senate proeeed to the consideration of executive 
business. 

The motion was agreed to, and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 6 minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 6 o'clock and 
.12 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Fri
day, August 1, 1913, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS. 
Executive notninations recei'Lo.ed 'by the Senate July 31, 1919. 

AssISTANT APPRAISER OF 11-!ERCHANDTSE. 

Frederick Kuenzli, of New Jersey, to be assistant appraiser 
of merchandise in the district of New York, in the State of New 
York, in place of Charles W. MacDonougb, resigned._ 

0or.LECTORS OF INTERNAL REVENUE. 
Jack Walker, of Arkansas, to be collector of internal revenue 

for the district of Arkansas, in place of Frank W. Tucker, 
resigned. 

Duncan C. Heyward, of South Carolina, to be collector <>f 
internal revenue for ~ district of South Carolina. .(New 
office.) 

POSTMASTER. 

ILLINO"IS. . 

L. F. Meek to be postmaster at Peoria, ID., in place of Henry; 
W. Lynch, resigned. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 
llla:ecttti1ie nominations confir11ied by the Senate Jiily 31, 1919. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

INF .A..NTRY A.RM. 

Lieut Col. John H. Beacom to be colonel. 
Lieut. Col. Willis T. May to be colonel. 
Maj. Leon R Roudiez to be lieutenant colonel. 
Capt. Albert C. Dalton to be major. 

MEDIOAL OOBPS. 

Capt. W~ L. Little to be major. 
FIELD ARTILLERY .ABM. 

First Lieut. Neb B. Rehkopf to be captain. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 

MEDICAL RESERVE CORPS. 

Po be first lieutenants. 
James Crowe Burdett. 
James Bayard Olark. 
William Elnathan Clark. 
Melvin Starkey Henderson. 
Harold Lyons Hunt. 
William Mccully James. 
William Fletcher Knowles. 
Daniel Francis Mahoney. 
Scott Dudley Breckinridge. 

RECEIVU OF Pmll.IO MONEYS. 

Le Roy E. Cummings to be receiver of public meneys at 
Pierre, R Dak. 

CHIEF OF THE WEATHER Bmm.Au. 
Charles F. Marvin to be Chief of the Weather Burea~ 

POSTMASTERS • 

AX.KANSAS. 
H. L. Fuller, Waldron. 

FLORIDA. 
S. D. Bates, Marathon . 
.Ai Hogeboom, Panama City. 

ILLINOIS. 
Charles F. Buck, Lacon. 
Harry B. Fasmer, Yorkville. 
John Geiss, Batavia. 
Clyde V. Greenwood, Sherrard. 
W. T. Holifield, Brookport. 
Ross Lee, Casey. 
J. M. Rumsey, Golconda . 

IOWA. 
Fred C. Boeke, Hubbard. 
Alfred B. Callender, Ocheyedan. 
Warren A. Edington, Sheldon. 
J. J. McDermott, Manilla. 
John .McGloin, Wall Lake. 
John S. Moon, Kellerton. 
D. P. O'Connor, Lawler. 
Edwin Wattonville, Pomeroy. 

LOUISIANA. 

William H. Bennett, Clinton. 
MICHIGAN' • 

John Jay Cox, Scottville. 
Henry Kesse~ Orion. 

NEW MEXICO. 

IJ. A. Chandler, Cimarron. 
Viola Keen.an Reynolds, Springer. 
George F. Williams, Mogollon. 

SOU'irH .DAKOTA'. 

A. A. Closson, White Lake. 
Michael Dougherty, Mount Vernon. 
William J. Quirk, Kimball. 
W. R. Veitch, Groton. 

WITHDRA W.A!J. 
. El<Decutiu nomin,ation u:ithdrawn tram the Senate JHly 81, 19191 

POSTMASTER. 

J. F. Matthewl!I to be postma'Ster at ~"08wel1, Mi~. 
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